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ABSTRACT 


In 1909 a great debate among the Russian intelli- 
gentsia was sparked by the appearance of Vekht, a collection 
of articles on the Russian intelligentsia. The authors of 
this collection were Peter Struve, Nikolai Berdyaev, Sergei 
Bulgakov, Semen Frank, Mikhail Gershenzon, A. S: Izgoev and 
B. A. Kistiakovsky. The intellectual reputations cf the 
authors combined with the provocative subject matter ensured 
Vekht to be a literary success. As a political success Vekht 
was a disappointment. It aroused the ire of almost all of 
the radical intelligentsia and in some quarters Vekhism 
became a catchword for reaction. 

The central theme of Vekht was religion, but as Ger- 
shenzon said in his introduction to Vekhit there were great 
differences in each author's faith. What was common to 
EieieWasm New lalw ec eCOgni tion, of the theoretical and 
Practical primacy Of the spiritual life over the external 
forms of the community." 

Berdyaev .criticizea the intelligentsia's Jack of 
philosophical training and introspection. In his words they 
accepted what they found useful in certain philosophies to 
promote the revolution. Bulgakov contrasted the intelligent- 
Sia's ascetic life-style and its ideal of heroism with 
Christianity. He saw the intelligentsia's revolutionism as 
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unproductive unless allied with the true spirit of Christian- 
ity. Frank portrayed the intelligentsia as torn by a great 
dualteme nihilism and moralism, one calling for destruction 
and the other for ethics. Gershenzon warned that a true 
revolution could only come about when each individual plumbed 
his own consciousness. Struve blamed the failure of the 1905 
revolution on the intelligentsia's anti-state and anti- 
religion dissociations. Kistiakovsky criticized the Cater 
gentsia for unwillingness to respect law and promote its 
authority and objective rule in the nation. Izgoev main- 
tained that the life-style of the intelligentsia, based on 
student cliques and heroic emulation, produced a perverted 
class, untrained and unknowledgeable, striving for destruc- 
£10n and revolution . 

whiesesactacks by Veknt brought forth a host.of denun=— 
Ciations, but they did not bring about the hoped for spiritual 
reformation of the intelligentsia. Vekht, by placing the 
blame for the reaction on the intelligentsia and not the 
government, was stigmatized as supporters of the autocracy. 
SECUVelsupleas LO0r a Strong nation brought denunciations of 
Nationa item, The wcall for a, return to [Choristianity Wasein 
itself enough to lose supporters for Vekhzt. In all Vekhi 
was disowned and branded as a new version of Official 
Nationality. 

The criticism of Veékht in the’ years following its 
publication tended to follow two styles: that of outright 


denunciation, e.g. Lenin, and that of an attack on Vekhi's 
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V 
principles tempered by a slight nod to some of Vekhi's criti- 
cisms of the intelligentsia, e.g. Milukov. Since the resolu- 
tion of 1917 Soviet historiography has dealt with Vekhi 
exclusively in the style established by Lenin. On the other 
hand western and emigre literature has treated Vekhi ina 

most favorable light. 

TieepapersiS, an attempt tor return to the critical 
position offered by the Kadets in 1910. Vekhi is not viewed 
as an enlightened catechism juxtaposed to Bolshevism, nor 
as a Manifestation of Black Hundredism among the moderate 
intelligentsia. What is offered is a study of Vekhi's 
pol Pied! position. In this. manner it is easier to under- 
stand the nature of the reaction to Vekht, and not have 


this clouded by post-1917 emotions and biases. 
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CHAPTER I 
VEKHI AND THE RUSSIAN RENAISSANCE 


In the spring of 1909 Russian society received a 
SHOCKMWEEN tic mlb CcAtlOne OL Veknt, a COLLection of arti- 
cles by several prominent members of the intelligentsia 
denouncing that very intelligentsia for what the Vekhists 
viewed as its harmful radicalism and revolutionism. During 
EUCMeOULSeL OL es o0UmoOnd thie first hat: Of L9FO"', in which Veknt 
went through five editions, the stunning attack by Vekht 
brought out into the open some major threats to the intel- 
ligentsia by its own ideological framework and revealed some 
Glaninomri tts nethes intelligentsia fabric. — intelligentsia 
radicalism was attacked, its idea of service to the people 
was denigrated, and the most cherished heroes in its pantheon 
were denounced. All the major figures and groups within the 
Ruscianeintelligentsia took the Opportunity to join an the 
verbal fray denouncing, supporting or at least acknowledging 
the position Of VYekh7t.. Yet the furor Over Vern. quickly sub-— 
sided. sihe intelligentsia dia not. alter 1ts nature Vvecausce 
Of the admonitions of the Vekhnt authors. “Rather, “Veknz had 
no effect whatsoever. Even Semen Frank, many years later, 


referred to it primarily as a "succés de scandale".* What 
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then was the importance of Vekhi? 

Vekht is important in itself primarily because of 
the calibre of the writers and their importance to Russian 
thought and letters: Peter Struve, Nikolai Berdyaev, Sergius 
Bulgakov, Semen Frank, Mikhail Gershenzon, Alexander S. 
Izgoev and Bogdan A. Kistiakovsky. Peter Struve was a promi- 
nent Marxist ideologue in the 1890's, a leader in the Marxist 
attacks on the Narodniki, the author of the RSDRP manifesto 
in 1898, the most prominent of the "Legal Marxists", and 
editor of Osvobozhdente and a highly respected economic his- 
torian. Berdyaev was to become famous as a philosopher, as 
was Frank, an interpreter of Russian Orthodoxy to the West, 
aAnCwaminristOrlan Olesocial and=philtosophical thought. mn Rus= 
Sia. Bulgakov, as well as Berdyaev, was first famous as a 
Marxist in the 1890's, but by 1908 converted to Orthodoxy 
and in 1918 received holy orders. During exile he became 
in effect the intellectual head of the Russian church in 
Paris. Gershenzon was an intellectual historian whose 
researches awakened a great deal of interest in the forma- 
tion of the Russian intelligentsia and especially Chaadaev 
and the Slavophiles. A. S. Izgoev (pseudonym of Alexander 
Solomonovich Lande) was a journalist anda member of the 
Kadets. Bogdan Aleksandrovich Kistiakovsky was a prominent 


jurist.? 


Publishing House” (New’York;,"1956)) p. 83% 


Sete abil Shatz and Judith Zimmerman, “Introduction” 
EGul orient onadtan oraute Studzes, 11, no..2 (Summer, 1968), 
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Vekht is significant for the content of its essays, 
it was indicative of a tremendous evolutionary trend in 
Russian ideas during this period. Russian radical thought 
Oh@inew@rortvecrmiittyryearsiprior tojthe 1905 sevolutionshad 
been dominated by asceticism and moralism. Asceticism was 
founded on the devout fervour with which a radical tntellt- 
gent consecrated his life to the triumph of good over evil 
in Russia. The ideology of the intelligent, whether it be 
populist, nihilist, Marxist or whatever, defined the moral 
categories which imbued his manners and judgments. The 
whole of an itntelltgent's life revolved around his idea. As 
ViadamargNahzenyeput it: 

The core of their personalities was not so much the con- 
tent of the ideas and beliefs they embraced or the 
nature of the collective causes they served... as it 
was the mode of their attachment to and orientation 
toward them . . . These ideas absorbed the intelligents 
to such an extent, that, like a lover with his beloved, 
they did not hesitate to play out their whole lives 
around them . . . bent upon ideologizing every sphere 

of their relations to people, including even the ties 

of friendship. 3 

The disappointment following the revolution of 1905 
led to a questioning of the intelligentsia's moral position 
and the fitness of its role to lead the people. "A crisis 
of the Russian intelligentsia's orthodoxy had come to a 


head, and Vekht was a very clear symptom of that crisis; 


they were regarded as a factor furthering its aggravation and 


Su the Russian Intelligentsia: from Men of Ideas to 


Men of Convictions" in Comparative Studtes in Soetety and 
Bpetorya lV 7O(1961-62)), p. 433. 
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the beginning of a recovering process."" From the intel- 
ligentsia's traditional emphasis on the "people" there was a 
shift toward individualism, from materialism to idealism, 
and from atheism toward religious belief even a return to 
Orthodoxy. 

The whole tenor of Russian cultural life underwent a 
marked change. This period, starting in the late 1890's, is 
usually termed the Russian Renaissance.> Poetry freed itself 
from the weight of populism and social justice. Philosophy 
left its materialistic moorings and drifted off in search of 
man's relationship to the universe, to a supreme being, and 
to meaning and power in man's own individual life. Ascetism 
was renounced by increasing numbers of RusSian intellectuals 
who plunged into the sensual and mystical mysteries of life, 
searching for a creative meaning in either, sometimes in 
bothyeecadm,evassili Rozanov.saThesmoralismeof ithe old radical 
intelligentsia obviously could not hold true for the new 
aesthetes in Russian life. Good and evil in terms of mate- 
rial wealth or political power could not signify everything 
to the men and women of the Russian Renaissance, who could 
offer the possibility of several different categories defin- 


ing the meaning behind life. For some it was sex, for 


aN. O-V. «."Piatideciatilitie.Vvak" invMoety, 3061959), 
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Nikolai Berdyaev, The Russtan Idea. Trans. by 
R. M. French. Geoffrey Bles, The Centenary Press (London, 
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others a god, while others raced around in the belief that 
frenetic activity was an indication of an approaching Apoca- 
lypse.° 

Individualism, more than anything, was the hallmark 
of Vekht and the entire Russian Renaissance. It was belief 
in the primacy and power of the individual which enabled so 
many intellectuals to search their own souls and define 
their experiences according to their own freely constructed 
beliefs that prompted the flowering of aestheticism, religi- 
ous belief and a new vivaciousness in Russian visual arts 
and belles lettres. But as Georges Florovsky indicates, the 


birth of new feelings was not without its pains. 


The very feeling of life underwent a change . . . And it 
was not only a spiritual change, it was a new experi- 
ence . .. in those years, to many, it suddenly came to 


light that man was a metaphysical creature. Man suddenly 
found in himself an unexpected, deep and often dark 

chasm . . . The world now seemed different. Vision 
became refined. The abyss also came to light in the 
world . . . Religious needs again were awakened in 
Russian society, as it had once before in the Alexandrian 
epoch. This awakening was painful and difficult.’ 


Reorientation of one's thought towards the individu- 
alism of the Russian Renaissance brought forth cries of 
"renegadism" by the advocates of the traditional radical 
intelligenteia. | The authors of Vekhit played a leading role 

© sames H, Billington, The leon and the Ame: An 


Interpretive History of kussian Culture. Alfred A. Knopf 
(New ¥ork, 1966), pep. 504. 


tou de Russkogo Bogoslovtya. YMCA Press (Paris, 1936), 
Bp. 452, 


Prpda: 








7 7 
» bf ee 
» s 7 
: , . 
& ' | 
ie : + 7 7 
“ : ~_. 
4 le a” = : » “ 
ia * 4 % - 
4 i % ‘. ; - heme 4 _ ar oT ‘ ‘4 ay) 
7 tint Yolisd.ots ni? Havers hensat etaiso slisw .boe 6 we ms 
e g = P : o< . ow 9 e ; , “9 vy ry 
aad = nagA jh hANBOTC 76 (wz to ve ¢S° cists mre Brw va + C30) « i+ea 
papal fed ia wets 4 — » ‘ 7% A { Te BAT 
I . ‘ i - » . 4 
“isiied Bbw Ji So SSe tka a 113906 Sit Oe Yh 
iT 
Od be it =o 8 I ic ey) j ) ti rT | ; if) 3 wi. Th a") Ad by 
a e ad t f f 7 \ J « i pe Le pit fi 
rene . 
. P * : P ‘ 
4 P i i > he 
\ . ] g 
‘ 4 4404 a" ( iL, a’s ; al 7 
. sifekv t a ' " ‘4 
aa 
("7 , SE ; ’ , " ‘ 
f 
7 
§ i L ba, Sw ePrili 1 3 
ij 
TI [ i f D 7 rs. 
w ; : " i L 
~) a if ; r 
= vir > * az 4 . i * J j i ' 
a + ' + of ; 4 ; 
~ . fl . “ . 
Me oy « hiv2 rit 3 
i ay iz Eas f : I 4 
. Le J 7? ae PS 3" ; yyy le : : j 
i eM : | 7 1 ti 3 b ‘ : ‘ 
t * 
eT . ; f ‘ty et - ~~ » ‘ x 
FW ups ¥s4hil, 5 . ; J isi Or 5 6: a 1¢ wet ¥ 
¥ 7 i ~ a 
. GMs a om — ‘ : in - — ‘ 4 a i 
4 1 











faobbex Lasois ibe 43. ong a* aA SOVES * Gy —e ' ‘' bepenee” 


a: eyeic ina 












oN 







ae a 
th a,” sina ry Beau, 
Pes swt ve corent rae Sees 





= ai] 


6 
in the Russian Renaissance. Four of them, Struve, Berdyaev, 
Bulgakov and Frank, abandoned Marxism and became converts to 
Chirisiovanirey.. 

Furthermore these authors, especially Berdyaev and 
Bulgakov, became closely connected with the literary and 
artistic circles of Moscow and St. Petersburg. The Religious- 
Philosophical Society which centered around Dmitri-Merezhkov- 
sky and Zinaida Gippius, the "Wednesdays" of Vyacheslav 
Ivanov, the discussions and meetings at the homes of people 
like the Princes Trubetskoy, Pavel Florensky, Vassili Rozanov, 
Andrei Bely, Lev Shestov and others were focused on much 
broader aspects of Russian cultural life than those aspects 
which so strongly affected the intelligentsia from the 1860's 
EO thewioo0's. As Zinaida Gippius wrote, 

Those who were even slightly tainted by the spirit of 
the sixties were excluded; for the spirit of political 
radicalism had reigned too long over the mentality of 
the Russian people.? 
New journals such as Wovy' Put and Voprosy Zhiznt were 
devoted to philosophical and religious problems that were 
far removed from the problems of the people's liberation and 
well-being. 

Art and literature dissociated themselves from the 
social utilitarianism and revolutionism of the past. The 
Russian Renaissance, that roughly coincided with the reign 
of Nicholas II, had its cultural diversity mirrored most 

?Nicholas Zernov, The Russtan Reltgtous Renatssance 


of the Twentteth Century. Harper and Row (New York and 
EVanston7#l963);, prese. 
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7 
prominently in literature and art. Contacts with Europe and 
its romantic revival strengthened the movement in Russia. 

In painting the trend was away from social realism and popu- 
lar education that had motivated the Peredvtzshntk group. 
Art no longer blushed for being an ornament and a plea- 
sure. The main activity of the Mir Iskusstva was not 
easel-painting but theater and ballet decoration (Bakst, 
Benois, Korovin) “and illustration of tthe luxurious, 
classical and even erotic book (Benois, Lansere, 
Somov) . 19 
In literature the trend was similar. The poetry. of Baude- 
Haire, (Ranbaudye "the ‘essaysiio£l Ruskin, the playsoof ibsen 
cracked the mold of Russian literature that had been shaped 
so strongly by populism. +> The qhirs ais gnifcanteindcatien 
of a change was Merezhkovsky's essay, Tolstoy and Dostoevsky 
in 1901, which as Berdyaev states, 
we 26 attacken) the rprevalent. «social. radicalism” in artis- 
tic appreciation, broke with literary "enlightenment" in 
the name of philosophical idealism and aestheticism, and 
challenged the authority of Dobrolyubov, Chernyshevsky 
and Pisarev, who still exercised a considerable influ- 
ence among the intelligentsia.12 
Essentially those intellectuals who participated 
in the renaissance, and discovered new values and beliefs, 
saw the problems and antagonisms in Russian society as a deep 
polarisation: between an irrational monarchy and a radical 
Meee Besancon, "The Dissidence of Russian Painting 
(1860-1922)" in Michael Cherniavsky, ed. The Structure of 
Kusstan Htstory. Random House (New York, 1970), p. 394. 
‘iver Slonim, Modern Russian Literature: From 
Chekhov to the Present. Oxford U. Press (New York, 1953), 
bs 83% 
“Nicolas Berdyaev, Dream and Realtty: An Hssay in 


Autobtography. Trans. by Katharine Lampert. Collier Books 
(New* York, 1962), p. 143. 
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intelligentsia,?° between idealist and materialist thought, ** 
and a radical-liberal sector of society patterning develop- 
ment on the model of Europe with an extremely nationalistic 
conservatism demanding complete support for the existing 
socival and! political system. *> 
ThewautLnoOrs ors Vekni, saw it as their duty to re- 
educate society and to reconcile the differences separating 
the opposing camps, especially the monarchy and the intel- 
PUgenteiaetie tailure of Vekht to accomplish that lay in a 
number of factors: the years in which it appeared and the 
discussions around it occurred; the manner in which it 
CErctcrzecd One sot the parties, t.e., the intelligentsia, and 
by implication supported the other; and the failure to see 
that the answer they proffered, in effect, returned to an 
already rejected solution, the Slavophile Utopia. 
Vekht was published in the spring of 1909, two years 
aftervoeolypin”™s dissolution of, the Second Duma. After 
June 3rd, 1907 it was clear that reaction had triumphed in 
Russia, and that, while several important civil rights had 
been obtained and at least the voice of democratic opposition 
Fhdor Stepun, The;fusstan, Goul.and, Revolwttom.s,; Trans. 
by Erminie Huntress. Charles Scribner's Sons (New York and 
LONGO m3 5). Dee o> x 
tae Ba mut Dahm, "The outlook for Rede obEe and the fate 
of the Slavophil Utopia" in George Katkov, Erwin Oberldander, 
Nikolaus Poppe and Georg von Rauch, eds., Russia Enters the 
Twentreth Century, 1894-1917 ..»-Temp le, Smith) -({London,: 197) 5 
pw 254% 
E Robert F. Byrnes, "Russian Conservative Thought 
before the Revolution" in Theofanis George Stavrou, ed. 


Russta Under the Last Tsar. U. of Minnesota Press (Minneapo- 
Sy OF) ao 6 4 Ol 
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9 
remained in the Duma, those elements of society which hated 
and distrusted the old order had lost the possibility of 
political changes: 

The question that loomed in all circles after June, 
1907, was whose fault was it that the opportunities presented 
in the revolution had not been realized, especially after the 
halevorni cei days tom irberty" from, October to December; 1905. 
The intelligentsia suffered most of the abuse and blame for 
the revolution's failure. Government circles accused the 
intelligentsia of jintransigent and obstructionist tactics in 
refusing to cooperate with them, and of using the Duma as a 
platform to espouse violence and radical pact oees Labour 
and peasant groups felt that the intelligentsia had balked 
at granting them further political and economic ipberciesha 

In intelligentsia circles there was schism as well. 
Left-wing groups condemned the liberals and Octobrists for 
revealing their true reactionary colors.?” Conservative 


groups, as exemplified by V. A. Maklakov, denounced the 


16 


Lothassochulez,., “Constitutionadliwlaw Aan Russia in 
HUSsta en Lersetiesl Ventteth Century ,yo.no Le 
Phe I. Gurko, Features and Figures of the Past: 


Government and Optnton tn the Retgn of Nicholas II. 
(Stangerede iCal t. P1939 hempres 0G 


aagraee Baring, fhe Russtan People. Methuen. & Co., 
Loa eetbOndOn, hea.) , Ds 298. 
hee —. Lenin; "Concerning Vekhe" in Collected Works, 
v. 13. Foreign Languages Publishing House (Moscow, 1962), 
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10 
Kadets and the Extreme Left for trying to carry on the revo- 
lution by panegyrics and demagoguery instead of working 
constructively within the guidelines achieved, and accustom- 
ing Russia to the parliamentary process and rule of epee 
The Kadets were caught directly in the middle of these 
accusations; they were condemned by the Left for not clearly 
standing behind the workers and peasants, and by the Right 
for not condemning the tactics of the Left. 

One aspect of Vekhi's position was directly related 
to the intelligentsia's radical stance vis a vts the safe- 
guarding of the revolution's gains. However, this was only 
one aspect of Vekhit's criticism of the intelligentsia. 
Behind the obvious and tragic rift between government and 
intelligentsia, Vekht saw the fundamental cause lying in the 
intelligentsia's basic nature of radical materialism and 
secularism. What Vekht hoped to do was make the Russian 
intelligentsia see that a strong and moral foundation was 
necessary on which to build a just and viable society. To 
this end radicalism was condemned because it purported to 
see the solution to Russia's i1lis only in the violent over— 
throw of the existing regime and the re-distribution of 
material welfare. Furthermore this trend of thought denied 
the existence or value of spiritual beliefs and their ulti- 
mate jurisdiction in human society. The whole tenor of 

or A. Maklakov, The First State Duma: Contemporary 


Hemtintecences, Trans. by Mary Belkin. Indiana U. Press 
(BLOOMNG LOM, Lids, .19604), pb... 
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Vekht was established in the Foreward to the articles by 


Gershenzon. 


The men who have come together for this common undertak- 
ing differ greatly amongst themselves, both on basic 
questions of "faith" and in their practical preferences; 
but there are no disagreements on their common under- 
taking. Their common platform is the recognition of the 
thecretical and practical primacy of spiritual life over 
the external forms of community. They mean by this that 
the inner life, and not the self-sufficient principles 
of the political sphere is the only solid basis on 
which a society can be built.2l 
Thus, Vekht affirmed two basic points: the necessity for a 
religious-metaphysical basis to ideology, and opposition LO 
revolutionary maximalism of the intelligentsia. ~- 
Vekht directed its attacks against only one element 
of Russian society, the intelligentsia. It was this group 
they felt prohibited further diversification of richness in 
Russian cultural life and salvation through a unification of 
all aspects»of (Russian-dife ain true spirituality. “First of 
all Vekht, in the articles by Berdyaev, Bulgakov, and 
-Gershenzon, spoke to the problem of looking beyond social 
utilitarianism for truth. This point was Vekhi's most tell- 
ing criticism of the intelligentsia; that the worth of an 
idea or belief was not being judged on any inherent philo- 
sophical, social or economic truth, but on how well it fitted 


imto»s thegadeological: fabric: raised against ithe euscOcracy . 


Russian history created an intelligentsia with a spiritual 
temper hostile to objectivism and universalism. This 


AU O%.Gershenzon, "Foreward" to Vekhi. Marshall 


Shatz and Judith Zimmerman, translators and Editors, in 
Canadian” Sinerei Séady es Popyde:¢ .yupska5ses 
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cast of mind made real love for objective, ecumenical 
truth and value impossible. The Russian intelligentsia 
distrusted objective ideas and universal norms on the 
assumption that they hampered the struggle with autoc- 
racy and service to "the people," whose well-being was 
more important than ecumenical truth and good. 23 


Thietetitcoeaspect OL Vennt.s CYriItvcism Nad Merit. 1s 
evidenced by the nature of the attacks on Vekht. ‘The replies 
by MOStechi tics oOruVekn2: cid not laddress themselves to the 
GUeStilOneoL religion which was the principal idea of Vekh7, 
and its one unifying Phe eda And the venom with which 
some writers, notably Lenin, attacked Vekhi's deviation from 
revolutionism validated Vekhi's criticism. As one writer, 
Andrei Bely, noted about the furor surrounding Vekh?t: 

In relation to Vekht there is no freedom of opinion; 
there is the fear of being suspected retrograde; real 
freedom, like love, does not possess fear; it professes 
itself openly. We are tired of this ambiguous equivoca- 
tion as regards "our situation;" if we ourselves do not 
know how "to create an attitude ourself," we must re- 
educate ourselves; we must raise the level of Russian 
culture; culture and freedom are synonymous . 25 

Essentially Vekhit had questioned the entire ideologi- 
cal basis of the intelligentsia and the revolutionary epoch 
of the previous fifty years. The main assumptions attacked 
by Vekht were as follows: 


428 icholas Berdyaev, "Philosophical Verity and 
Eilve Viggen. ota wemucilwe ei wen b. O D.C ia, Dee Od 
24 chomas Garrigue Masaryk, The Sptrtt of Russvta: 
DLuUatesmen HLOLOT), “Ut serature .aiu PHULOEOpNYt. Va SLL, 
Trans. by Eden and Cedar Paul. George Allen & Unwin Ltd. 
and The Macmillan Co. (London and New York, 1919, 4th imp., 
L963 |) epee aso. 


andrei Bely, "Pravda o russkoi intelligentsii: po 
POVOUUBsOObna ka | Vor) ein Veay, 5 (May, 1909), p. 68. 








i 
‘ 


- 
~_.| ~ : 
: j ; Ww ' re = > 
faciriemups .ovistoeido 103 eval Jar oben Daim 20, 25) 
| | 3 
j 


; © iba er i 
‘* - j atlees Js ’ ae 
f ast T<7T ai PY apod ant né Le =~ 4 7 i , Sabet at f-Saliio j ae ad 
ad “= * - { ee - + ** é * : = sé * * A : f 
lane } 7 : ' aarp 7 , Aoreati: “ 
edd co feriom Jeetaving bos 26aoe ao HOPS - 
: . , — agi ‘ 
: ; 7 { ‘i i4 y F 
ot sus HLLW < LD ‘oe = ha GAT tet ® (Sra o- SiS) Boe Lane 
gif : f s . ; | 








a he heey Ae 3 Ay ‘ Aes Be i Ni Sti ¥ 2 Ei seria" a ' 
MA et SA Sy Was Shitneesid See wy edith 

abt) apiaep. «(MET debe Sas URshi Pd 
OO: &t, itt aN Sy 


ors 


oy we my a 
> 4 








13 


1) The belief that man and his institutions are the 
product of their environment and that no improvement can 
be made in man except through altering the environment. 
2i\elne application to philosophy as a criterion not-the 
objective standard of truth or falsity but the applic- 
ability of the philosophy to revolutionary purposes. 

3) The amoralism that holds that standards of right and 
wrong are purely relative to the environment in which man 
lives and that there is nothing absolute. 

4) The indifference to law and personal rights. 26 


Vekht postulated that man's inner spirit housed ulti- 
mate reality, and that a personal, inner reorientation toward 
values based on objective and absolute moral principles posed 
the best path for human social progress on this earth. They 
deemed that the entire revolutionary spirit of the intelli- 
gentsia was wrong. The intelligentsia had misread Russian 


history and produced in themselves nothing but an anarchic 


Pande © They distorted European history and consequently 


distorted the ideas they took from Burope.-° Therefore, 
because of the intelligentsia's intellectual and moral dis- 


tortion, they became dissociated from the state through 


radicalism” and from the people through atheism. °° The 


2Octuart R.- Tompkins, Therthusstan Invel legents az 


MakersVoye thee Revolutvonarys State. UM of Oklahoma, Press 
(NorianteokKva,. 2en9b7)2 Sip. 2212. 


eens B. Struve, "The Intelligentsia and Revolution" 
I VElrNieCOnadatan LOvVLe studies, 1V,;. no. 2 (Summer, 1970), 
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pe uveaas Bulgakov, "Heroism and Asceticism (Reflec- 
tions on the Religious Nature of the Russian Intelligentsia) " 
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14 
upshot then was that the intelligentsia was incapable of 
reaching the people, and in fact the people distrusted them. 

In one sense Vekht sounds like other voices of the 
period, warning the intelligentsia to repent and rejoin the 
people. However, Vekht has little in common with the 
clarion calls of Alexander Blok, the dreadful rumblings of 
Jan Machajski, or the bucolic exhortations of Leo Tolstoy. 
Vekht is really posing a conservative viewpoint, but it is 
not a simple and unified one. It is these differences and 
the paths they offer that we want to examine. Vekht is not 
proposing a purifying reunification with the "people" as 
thewanswem. What Veknec Offers is arn inner purification first, 
the finding of truth for oneself within oneself, and to con- 
vince the rest of Russia that salvation lies in following 
their example. But this in turn can become a serious 
indictment as Lionel Kochan has shown. 

By virtue of its emphasis on the primacy of the spirit- 
ual, Vekht could not but lead to some form of reconcilia- 
tion with the status quo. It did not release men from 
allegiance to the official values of official society-- 
it simply left the task in abeyance. The message of 
Vekht was tantamount to a withdrawal from politics into 
political passivity. It revealed the same critical one- 
sidedness as the students and intellectuals it 
excoriated. 31 

Our task will be to present and evaluate Vekhi's cri- 


ticims of the Russian intelligentsia, and to show that by the 


path they chose they placed themselves in a tremendous 


Serene | Khochan, ~huesta tn Revolution, 1890-1918. 
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15 
dilemma, in a conflict between their "objective" and 
absolute svValues and the existence of injustice and oppres- 


Sion sinethe Material world. 
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CHAPTER LI 
VEKHI AND RUSSIAN INTELLIGENTSIA RADICALISM 


Vekht's criticism of the intelligentsia may be 
divided into two sections: one, the nature of the Alea 
gentsia's radicalism and its effects on Russian society; and 
two, the materialistic-secularistic basis of the intelli- 
gentsia's ideology. The storm of criticism that surrounded 
Vekht centered on the intelligentsia's reaction to Vekhi's 
assertion that it was they who were primarily responsible 
for the revolution's failure and the nature of the regime's 
reaction. Thus,.the view of the Vekht group was that intel- 
ligentsia radicalism, based on the mystique of revolution, 
of service to the people, and on an utilitarian judgment of 
values in relation to the ultimate accomplishment of the 
revolution, was responsible for the disasterous consequences 
to the revolution after 1905.7 

Two essays in particular, Struve's "The Intelligent- 
sia and Revolution" and Kistiakovsky's "In Defense of Law 
(The Intelligentsia and Legal Consciousness) ," spoke to the 
political shortcomings of the intelligentsia. Struve 
castigated the intelligentsia for lacking a sense of "state 

eonard Schapiro, "The Vekht Group and the Mystique 


of Revolution" in The Slavonte and Fast Furopean Review, 
KL GO So) te eo 4 
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17 
consciousness", for thinking and directing their activity 
only Gingtermsdéofisastwe" and, sthey,* attitude. IneStruvess 


View pees eenewreviol] ution eshould jformally,and.actually 
have come to an end with the act of October ita hie Tn.his 
eyes the old state, that is an autocratic regime based on 
severe srestbiction.of individual liberties; had come .to an 
end. The time for making revolution was past, and the time 
forteduearionsokhithe, politically ignorant hadsarrived. The 
reason that the intelligentsia could not accomplish this, 
Steuverlaid tomeworsactous:ieits dissociation from the,state 
and its dissociation from mee ei 

Struve compared the intelligentsia and its role in 
the 1905 revolution to the national revolt under Minin, 
Pozharski and Patriarch Hermogen during the Time of Troubles. 
The earlier revolt he saw as pro-state, not anti-state, 
directed at the expulsion of the Poles and the restoration 
‘of the monarchy. The fortuitous result of this was that 
there was no period of reaction which followed. Instead it 
was the anti-state elements, the peasant and Cossacks that 
suefercamtne further restriction of their liberties. Con= 
versely, in 1905 the intelligentsia was anti-state, aiming 
at the expulsion of the monarchy itself. Consequently when 


the monarchy was firmly in control again a period of reaction 
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18 
set inv? In the first instance the anti-state forces were 
the uneducated masses, Cossacks and peasants; in the second, 
the anti-state forces were the uneducated masses, workers 
and peasants, led by the educated intelligentsia. What 
Struve saw as unfortunate in the Time of Troubles was that 
the anti-state elements became a "thievish" rabble, and 


therefore - - - intensified their own enserfment and aug- 


mented the social power of the 'masters.""® 


Social reforms 
would have to be carried out in concert with state, not 
against it. Thus in 1905 the failure of the anti-state 
elements caused the state once again to chastise them, and 
this time the state struck back by dissolving the Duma and 
changing the electoral tawe Here is the crux of Struve's 
blame of the Russian intelligentsia. Had they stopped revo- 
FUCLONeang acter sOctober (li) and igotdown ‘to: the qob .of 
real politics through educating the public and preparing 
social reforms with the government, then the reaction after 
June, 1907 would probably not have happened. Instead as 
Struve lamented, "Now it will take years to get the country 
moving seein © 

Besides its dissociation from the state, which the 


intelligentsia had inherited from Razin and Pugachev, the 


intelligentsia also had an atheistic dissociation. That is, 


ee pp. 184-86. 
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19 
the intelligentsia also denied God and all other-worldly 
abstractions: Therefore the intelligentsia, in Struve's 
view, had no principle higher than a materialistic one based 
on empiricism and rationalism.” Without a higher principle 
that embodied a religious appreciation of man's inner quali- 
ties there could be no meaningful revolution. Struve would 
see this inner religious belief as posing the question of 
good and evil on a higher plane than environmental class 
structure. An individualistic regeneration of man's inner 
moral personality was required. Without this, which the 
anarchistic or socialistic doctrines of the intelligentsia 
deny, Struve foresaw no ultimate change in society or the 
way men behave toward one another. 7° 

/iwiominterescing tomnote that it is not the state 
that Struve felt) needed reform, but rather the intelligent- 
Sia. In fact Struve maintained that the state had already 
experienced the needed reform by the Manifesto of October 17. 
The intelligentsia “on =the other* hand, retained its dissocia- 
tion £4emereligion and vtherstate>* As Jong as this aspect of 
their ideology was maintained they could not be fit to revel 
sue thegeeproperscultural role“in Russia, that is, the educa-= 
tion and moraleupitfting *Of the uneducated masses of Russia. 

Sstruve, as soon as he returned to Russia after the 


October Manifesto in 1905, began to sound warnings to the 
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20 
intellvcentsiaw above all to the Kadets, to see to the imme- 
Gpatesnecds Of safeguarding individual rights. Instead of 
advocating a position which would promote an increase in 
revolutionary activity, Struve desired a cooperative atti- 
tude between the liberal groups and the monarchy. He feared 
a. continuang: revolutionamy situation which .could.lead .to the 
rightsmermthe aindividual being, lost in, .the maelstrom of 
revolutionary struggle and subordinated to the over-all pat- 
tern of social evenuau le. 22 Asrearly tas, October,, 1905.Struve 
saw the ideological nihilism and revolutionism of the intel- 
ligentsia as the greatest danger to the peaceful evolution 
of a democratic Russ deans When the Kadets under Miliukov 
set forth their demands for a Kadet ministry to Stolypin, 
Struve felt that they too had succumbed to the revolutionary 
mentality and betrayed the true interests of the altane 
By 1907 Struve had moved away from the Kadet liberals, and 
reached the position he was to put forth in Vekht. 

He asserted that the intelligentsia were incapable of 
leading the Russian people to freedom because they lacked 
understanding of ithe;preconditions, of that,.freedom: a 
populace imbued with the ultimate respect for individu- 
ality which lay behind the acceptance of compromise, 
tolerance and rational discussion to be found, at least 
partially in western societies.1 

Struve saw the intelligentsia as essentially a 

"George Putnam, "P. B. Struve's View of the Russian 


Revolution of 1905" in The Slavonic and Fast Furopean Review, 
XLV, LOS  tJuby 7 S196¢), apd £23. 
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21 
destruction-oriented group. In this they could effectively 
ally with peasants. Neither group had anything positive to 
offer Russia, only hatred and warfare with the social and 
political system. The danger for Russia lay in the ee ie 
gentsia's misunderstanding of the masses' instincts. 

Jee ene Tadical intelligentsia, with.its call to 

violence, ran the risk of releasing hostility which 

might engulf the intelligentsia as well as the officials, 

landowners and factory owners. For this reason they 

should begin to think in terms of their true interest, 

Lueompmcsesuation eft culzurentla 

The question of culture and its relation to the pro- 

gress of society Struve and Semen Frank had attempted to 
answer in late 1905 and their journal Poltarnaya Zvezda. 
Petits eouLial wand later in Vekht>.-Struve,tried toreeffect 
a reconciliation between the intelligentsia and the need for 
cultural. freedom and.progress...Berdyaev, in his later work 
The Russtan Idea, had stated that the attitude of the intel- 
ligentsia toward culture was one of suspicion because culture 
‘was identified with wealth, and had to be called upon to 
justify itheol fate Struve felt that it was only through the 
free development of the personality in creative cultural 


ideas that society as a whole could progress.+/ 


The preservation of culture, the free struggle of 


Lg ie ates: VA 


rhe mueetan Lae, tp. 131. 


Bp, B. Struve and Semen Frank, "Ocherki filosofii 
kKuUlLtuUrys Jno luarnicyudecvesdd;-NO. 2: (December 22, «1905)., 
Panlso-2 


— Is 


























a : . ; ' . 7 4 . pete we rt 
Ylevisostis Bluoo yest eidt nl ..quomp betnsito-nois oumaEs 
Lt ot eVidiaog paidgyas bed quer tedtiew .etnseseq agsiw 
bas [sif50e sit diiw sisiusw bas boxdael vino Sieevk Ft ‘ 


i ; ' ; - 
| ~iilssat snz tepnsbh oAT meseye Levis kfog 


a4 
a 
rae 
3) 
ke 
iy 
fi: 
to 
9 
Ge 
Ps) 
i2 
0 
nd 


.etjonisenit ‘easeesm ont to ere cea i 
Pa ; » Po 7 

of Lis e314 Adiw ,sietasptilotat Lap ibs ond. + ; 

doirw ytilistesor patessfeaxr to daAgix sas fap x ccamasade 4 
.G@lstoitio sdt es Lisw 26 sletnsptilstai sat tiipmes sdpim _ 
yet mossex eidt tol .axenwo yrot0s? bas arsawobasl he oe 
,testeini suis tzisdt ito @nmiss at Antds oc dipsd Bivode — 
ve Cl" stutiuo" to aotisvxe 2074 oft 


— 





~o%g oft as noijeiox ati bas suvtivo © noiteoup sAT @ 


ot besgmadt ss 


\ 
a. 
a 
re. 
: 
pa] 
Pe 
2 
iD 


bas ovuxte ysoinos Io ageat 


-BHRIGG Hyanto led [saivoet tisias Bos cOeL steL oak te8we i) 


josiie oF betws evunrse ite at yeossl bes 1) sATUOt eid a A 
a . , oan | if 

og oy — a :. 4 fg oy af is cs eS 2 it. a a i 
x62 Deen edt bas siatnspiliostar sit msewiesd soid siLionove: & 
= 


eesupoig brs mobss1t Leameien 7 
: J ; ae 


- 
( 
< 
— 
t 
o> 
pas 
. 


ry 4 . | , 
he ae: sri [oO @ebuarrtts ans +e: ith ee hee ried es : al 
LSrznkL scat % Sogp7ITISE sas sens SSI bad ,RSBL sed 6 ash, en’ 7 

b : ~~? , 


etutius seusoed notvigqee to sno esw studips biswod 


b6a D6 ,dtleow diiw bortéstnsbbe 


an lopoxyd el onmes i or, r i~ F es at ' 
ong apwomis ylino asw +i tedd diet svuxee 9+ 37 Sagi ' y 
isxweivo svidssio gi vehi anos ; ) : 
IL: 9 SVEISSID at yiiisnogesieg sshd 2,4 Aghigoleveb os 
" w gosree | -_ 
aan -Sertporqd bivoy siondw «6 es ytetpos ged 





20 o{peuxse 96x}, edt .otetioo to ean hiicini ed? 








» A: ; yee ot: re bad <4 : 






fet iG comb note au oaret 
ie de MOK ‘ 





a2 

ideas, had to be carried on by the intelligentsia. Its 
great task was to educate the masses to a basic respect for 
culture,;®and this ‘could only be done in a society founded 
on law and order and respect for every individual's rights. 

The illness of the intelligentsia was that it was 
concerned with revolution, but not with freedom, and unless 
it freed itself from the hatred and destruction welled up in 
the masses, and from subordinating moral and cultural educa- 
EpOnecOsvevOlUtTOnaryepolitics;, then /Russia omiel Se doomed 
to tragedyiur 

Kistiakovsky's essay was directed primarily at the 
intelligentsiia's lack of respect for law and its-effect on 
their attitude toward individual rights. Kistiakovsky, in 
his essay, differed most from the other Vekht authors. 
Struve is closest to him and Gershenzon is the furthest 
away. Whereas Gershenzon saw the intelligentsia's illness 
“as an excessive preoccupation with politics and revolution, 
Kistiakovsky felt that the intelligentsia had dwelt too long 
on abstract moral questions to the detriment of their under- 
Standing and respect for legal questionaene Kistiakovsky, 
like Struve, was’ also calling for a disciplined society, one 
in which a respect for law and a long-standing, healthy 


legal tradition would inculcate in its members the lassitude 


18 ctruve, UTnectntel ligentelanand *Revolution,"aApeiige¢. 


to arthur Levin, "M. O. Gershenzon and Vekhi" in 
Canddtan Glavia Studtes, IV, no. 1 (Spring, 1970), p. 68. 
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to develop other freedoms. *° 

What Kistiakovsky saw not only in the intelligentsia, 
but in the entire history of Russian thought, was a long- 
heldvrepugnance’ to law and constitutionalism. The tradition 
in Russian thought that Russia somehow benefited from the 
lack of a legal tradition, Kistiakovsky saw as an onerous 
legacy. What it implied was that whenever a revolutionary _ 
struggle would occur within Russia, the overturn of the 
tsarist regime would necessarily bring forth the ideal soci- 
ety. Therefore, there would be little inclination to work 
for a slow and steady grounding of legal rights in Russia. 
Kistiakovsky used leading intelltgents as examples: Herzen, 
K. Aksakov, Mikhailovsky and Kavelin. His appraisal of 
Herzen is particularly revealing about the other Vekhi 
writers. He quotes from Herzen's analysis of Russian legal 
life, in which Herzen showed a marked disregard for law by 
all aspects of society. But Herzen goes on: "This is pain- 
ful and sad for the moment, but there is an immense advantage 
for the future. In Russia, behind the visible state there is 
no invisible state, which is only the apotheosis, the trans- 
figuration, of the existing order of things."*~ iy e-Whal Tepe 


this, Herzen, and also the Slavophiles, saw the positive 


quality of trust among the people, disdaining the need for 


aoe A. Kistiakovsky, "In Defense of Law (The Intel- 


ligentsia and Legal Consciousness)" in Vekht, in Canadian 
ELavie Bhudtes, [itd Dp. 06. 
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24 
constitutional guarantees 677 Some of the other Vekhists 
saw this transformation of Herzen, from an admirer of the 
West (the home of constitutionalism, but also of positivism, 
atheism and nihilism) to a love of Russia, as a harbinger of 
the entire intelligentsia's regeneration. His transformation 
was one from an atheistic thinker to a religious thinker, in 
other words a spiritual rebirth onto the path of Dostoevsky 
and Vladimir Soloviev. 7? This, in the main, was what Vekht 
itself was advocating, a spiritual rebirth of the intelligent- 
Sia along the path taken by Herzen. Struve is nearer to 
Kistiakovsky in preaching a concern for legal freedom and 
constitutional order, but even he couched it in such a way 
as to make a religious reorientation of the intelligentsia 
the top priority. 

In conjunction with this belief that Russia, in 
Strect,sbenefitedstromthe dack, of a legal tradition, 
Kistiakovsky attributed Russia's legal malaise to a radical 
tradition that viewed with suspicion any attempts at ameliora- 
tion or compromise. He ascribed this hostile characteristic 
to the intelligentsia's habit of considering the constitu- 
tional state from its social aspect and not its legal aspect. 
In other words, whether or not the constitution or laws 
defined andi circumser ibedrethe pind iwvidual ys, mights,a,the »antel- 


ligentsia distrusted it because it had noble or bourgeois 


hid | Da ea. 


4eercgét Bulgakov, "Dushevnaya drama Gertsena" in 
Ot marksizma k idealtamu; sbornik statet (1896-1903). 
(St. Petéersbuygp.1903), p. 194. 





bg 
sieindev tatido edd to omoe “S. asesneteng: | 
ed} to toximbs as moxt ,nesxeH to noidsmozensx3 2 indy 2 
meivitiaog to oels stud imei gnoktutidenos io emodi edd) seem ay 
to topaidisA 6s es sizaus +6 eVvol & oF ae bas maioids | a 


noissmro¥ens 3 2etH .noistsirenspet 2 ‘phaxiepiiiowha ‘oxisas of 






ai ,tediidt ewoipifer s oF reAnids visaisiiss rs 073 ono. sev . | 
yaeveossod to disq sdt+ otno dasa Iigusiziga 6 ebiow eon ol : 
SAAsV tedw esw ,nism sdt ai ebaT os -veivolos aimibslv bas 4 
-saepilistni sft to dtaidsx lsutinkge & ,paitscovbs esw tteasi a 
oF tsisen ei svuis& .asstsH yd notes itsq ert pnols sie 
bas mobesx? L[epsi 103 nus9n00 5 painosezq nk vAevois idea vA 
yew & dove ni +i beidovoo ot iets tud tSbs0 {sn0i3us k¥@m@o 
bletnepiflesni od3 to seiseineiztosx euoipitor oa oAsm oF Pid _ : 
+yixeixq qos) ods 
ai ,sireeul tedt Isiled errs atiw meitonwiaeo al | 
,fO1L7Lhs1t Lspel 6 to fonL ods mort bent Pcinod t00kae 4 ; 
Iscibst 6 of seisism tepat e'staeps bedudizt3s yievolsiseim 
'-S1t0ifems +8 adgustts yas moLoaigere dsiw bewoiv’ terig ots ke 
| Siselresosxsds eptegea airs bedivoes oH .sBLmortgnoD 16 nots 
| Fa tna edt pritsbienos to hicdied . @ ‘piatnopiiiotni ond °3 
s0eque sper ast teat — 7 Isivoe ati. mor? state ‘Isao _ 
aie 10 Hoi tu3i¢ea00 arit son 10 tortedw ,abrow ae 
~tesmi ods Lena 2! tavbiviba ae fell teremnetitn bas. enite a 





20 
connotations since either of those classes would be the pre- 
dominant classes in society.-" This is what the intelligent- 
Sia had done since Herzen. They looked at the social order 
of those European countries that had constitutions, and if 
they were dominated by the nobility (England before 1832 and 
Prussia) or the middle class (France and England) then the 
entire political and socio-economic nature of the state was 
deemedminscOnrrol by that particular group. Therefore if 
such a constitution were undertaken in Russia, presumably at 
the initiative of the nobility or the bourgeoisie, that con- 
stitution, by the intelligentsia's definition, would be domi- 


=e But Kistiakov- 


nated and manipulated by the class in power. 
Skyy Erieomtoesnow that the social’ and political order of con- 
stitutional states was based on compromise, and that socialist 
parties in European states were able to use that principle of 
compromise to promote their aims. 

However, this recognition of compromise and develop- 
ment of a legal order and respect for law by the society's 
inhabitants, spelled out an evolutionary period which could 
take generations. This was too long for the Russian intelli- 
gentsia. The revolution had to be realized soon, and this 
could only be done through the acquisition of power and mass 
upheaval. As Schapiro shows, this trend really began with 


Herzen.  Inichiscletters to Turgenev, Herzen developed his 


idea of the "separate path," by which Russia could avoid the 


24 eile dicaveky} p. 44. 
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26 
evils of bourgeois capitalism. Turgenev, on the other hand, 
insisted that there was no easy way for Russia. The long 
and steady efforts of various social classes in Western 
Europe to develop freedom and a just legal order, also had 
to take place in Russia. Hoping for a leap in time due to 
some mythical virtues of Russian peasants was illusory 
according quo Turgenev.~° In another article on the Vekht 
group itself, Schapiro traced the effect of the intelligent- 
Sia's "mystique" of revolution on compromise between Laval 
political groups up to the February Revolution and the lack 
of cooperation between the Provisional Government and the 
Bolsheviks. 

Kistiakovsky's accusation of the Russian intelli- 
gentsia's failure to understand the importance of a legal 
order and the need for compromise in a constitutional frame- 
work was proved by the intelligentsia's attitude to the newly 
created Duma. The majority of the intelligentsia viewed the 
Duma as a platform leading to the ultimate overthrow of the 
Peqime mwoiethner 1twas Const tiutionalist! om .autocoatic.7» The 
Bolsheviks boycotted the first Duma, placing their faith in 
the revolutionary armed struggle. The Mensheviks partici- 
pated in the hope of speeding its downfall, and even the 

CLeonard Schapiro, "The Pre-Revolutionary Intelli- 
gentsia and the Legal Order" in Richard Pipes, ed., The 


huestaneiytelligente.de,. Columbia, U..Press, (New, York , 919.61.) , 
Divo 2 98 
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Kadets saw their role as that of quickly replacing the Duma 


with a Constituent Assembly.-* 


Kistiakovsky feared that this attitude to law and 
order would undermine the intelligentsia's respect of indi- 
vidual rights. In the long run he feared that by setting up 
the principle that the will and power of the people must 
prevail, the respect and safety for individuals and their 
right to dissent would be sacrificed. To substantiate this 
fear he quoted from Plekhanov's address to the Social- 
Democratic Congress at Brussells in 1903. 
~eeeevery democratic principle must be looked” at’ not 
imeetcvomabst race, bilin dn relation, to what*may be called 
the fundamental principle of democracy, namely, salus 
POpUuLL suprema tex. Translated into the revolutionary's 
language, this means that the success of the revolution 
is the highest law. And if the need arose to limit the 
operation of one or another democratic principle tempo- 
rarily for the sake of the revolution, it would be 
Grimanal tophesitate at such limitation. 29 

The same rule of thumb applied to the convocation of a duly- 

elected parliament by the people. 
If the people in a burst of revolutionary enthusiasm 
elected a very good parliament--a species of chambre 
tntrouvable--then logically we should try to turn it 
Intouwa: long, parliament;, but. if the elections, were 
unsuceesstul, we would have ta try EO dissolve 1, nor 
in two years, but, if possible, in, two weeks. 30 

This meant that power in the hands of the people's 
"true" representatives, the revolutionaries, whether by 

ao L. H. Keep, “Russian Social Democracy and the 


First State Duma" in The Slavonte and Fast European Revieu, 
KAALV eleva )ap eh) soe doe 
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28 
legal’ means or not, or even without the mandate of the people, 
possessed the supreme value. For Kistiakovsky this was the 
ultimate distortion of legal consciousness in Russia. 

The dilemma of Russia was not situated only on the 
shoulders of the intelligentsia. As Kistiakovsky saw it, 
the government viewed law, the courts and legal process in 
the Same Manner asthe intelligentsia, that is, as a means - 
of establishing binding rules, not legal consciousness. 

Laws and courts, for the government as well as the intelli- 
gentsla, were a means to establish discipline and to condemn 
trespassers against the order. >* The only way out of the 
dilemma was for the intelligentsia, to clean its own house, 
end EO-concentrate, not only on abstract values, but also on 
Cre relative Values oOf.a sound legal order in the world 
around them. ?7 

The tenor of Struve's and Kistiakovsky's articles 
Weteedtrecered at, the political radicalism of the intelli- 
Gen sicnand, LES ertects on the nation's political lite, 
PLimarthy during tne 1905 revolution. The other essays 
spoke to the intelligentsia's ideological radicalism, and 
the effectthis had on the intelligentsia itself as well as 
twee Consequences for Russian political and SoOcial- thougne. 
The articles by Berdyaev, Bulgakov, Frank, Genenenvon and 


lzgoev criticized the intelligentsia's failure to search, for 


a truth that went beyond. political radicalism, and material 
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D5) 
well-being. Whereas Kistiakovsky lamented the intelligent- 
Sia's traditional over-concern with abstract values to the 
detriment Of a political and legal consciousness, and Struve 
felt that, due to the intelligentsia, Russia lacked a 
national self-consciousness and a state that would ensure 
the harmonious development of society's various groups and 
the rights, the other Vekhists were disturbed by what they 
considered to be the destructive trend in the intelligent- 
sia's spiritual and moral consciousness. This group of 
Vekht authors stood much closer to the "common" platform 
postulated by Gershenzon in his Foreward to Vekha, that is, 
that thesimner spiritual life has primacy over the external 
life of the eommunity. However, they did not ignore polit- 
Hed lelwier rank stated in his article “The Ethic of 
Nihilism,™” that’ the intelligentsia's spiritual distortions 
nad donemoreat harm to their political activity. Through 
their ideological distortion of truth, the disintegration of 
their moral traditions, and the promotion of violence, the 
intelligentsia had revealed their own unproductiveness and 
bankruptcy, and destroyed a promising social ae eee? 

The keynote to each of the articles was the intel- 


Tigentetals distortion of truth. § Byvestablishingsa certain 
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30 
goal, the triumph of the revolution in the name of the 
people, the intelligentsia had subordinated all other aspects 
Of life to the attainment of that goal. ‘In addition to the 
intelligentsia's utilitarian standard which measured the 
worth offan idea or an individual, the intelligentsia also 
Createdsiasway Ore lite; Bulgakovis "heroic; activism," Frank's 
Emi li tancemonkhnood,. Or Izgoev's “student radicalism,"., which 
defined the intelltgent's moral and political stance whether 
or not it had previously been subjected to honest, self- 
imposed, intellectual scrutiny. 

Fach of the articles spoke to a different area in 
which intelligentsia radicalism had subordinated "objective 
truth" to the program of revolutionism. Berdyaev's article 
"Philosophical Verity and Intelligentsia Truth" delineated 
the ireeiiigendevals attitude to philosophy; Bulgakov's 
"Heroism and Asceticism (Reflections on the Religious Nature 
“of the Russian Intelligentsia)" traced the intelligentsia's 
traditional reaction to the religious problem; Frank's "The 
Ethic of Nihilism (A Characterization of the Intelligent- 
Sia's Moral Outlook)" spoke to the dichotomous relationship 
between morals and nihilism; Gershenzon's "Creative Self- 
Consciousness". contrasted the lack of inner spiritual 
development of the intelligentsia with its external social 
involvement, and Izgoev's "Educated Youth (Notes on Its Life 
and Sentiments)" painted a harsh picture of Russian student 
life with its moral decadence, intellectual conformism, and 


political and social irresponsibility. 
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The worth and purpose of philosophy is to inspire 
Cultucarmcreastion.. = FOr phiiusopny gs .an Organ of self- 
consciousness of the human spirit, not an organ of the indi- 
vidual, but one that is communal and transcends the indi- 


wrauaren 


What Berdyaev hoped for philosophy was that it 
could free itself from its bondage to politics and become 
part of that Russian Renaissance already being manifested in 
tie apes @ebuceIn Order (Or thie process to-come about, a 
transformation of the intelligentsia's traditional attitude 
toward philosophy would have to occur. The concept of 
philosophical truth would have to be autonomous and freed 
from intelligentsia truth. 

The intelligentsia's truth was the truth of the 
revolution, and as Berdyaev stated, anyone who did not 
devote himself to this concept was considered a traitor to 
the cause of the revolution and in league with the autoc- 
races "A man too deeply engrossed in philosophical question 
was suspected of Aa cereus to the peasants' and workers' 
intereats.""° The same attitude faced all other aspects of 
Russian cultural life. The Russian intelligentsia could not 
admit the autonomous value of any intellectual and creative 


pursuits. These would have to be catalogued according to 


the standards of political ideas and political parties. 


39yicholas Berdyaev, “Philosophical Verity and Intel- 
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ey 
Therefore when philosophical ideas were introduced and 
evaluated, they were not evaluated from the standpoint of 
real philosophical reflection, but instead, on whether or 
not they were harmful to the people's interests.’ Berdyaev 
maintained that this approach to philosophy had a disas- 
terous effect on the intelligentsia and on philosophy in 
Russia. In his words the misfortune was that " .. . love 
for egalitarian justice, for social good, for the welfare of 
the people, paralyzed love for truth and almost destroyed 
all interest in truth." Despite the fact that the intel- 
ligentsia was disdainful of philosophical truth if it con- 
flicted with the people's welfare, Berdyaev alleged that a 
very harmful, oppressing and demoralizing atmosphere had 
Ssetein- 
Moral cowardice develops; love of truth and boldness of 
thought die out. The thirst for justice on earth that 
is rooted in the soul of the Russian intelligentsia, a 
thirst which fundamentally holy, goes astray. Moral 
pathos degenerates into monomania. Among the Marxists, 
"class" explanations of various ideologies and philo- 
sophical doctrines turn into a kind of pathological 
obsession. And this monomania has infected the greater 
perteor ourn leftists.) eTherdivision. of philosophy «into 
"“proetarian” sand*#"“bourgeois,' into “left"™ .and."right,” 
the assertion of two truths, one useful and the other 
harmful--these are symptoms of intellectual, moral and 
cultural decadence. 39 


The Russian intelligentsia had been formed by cer- 


tain historical circumstances in Russia. Interpretations as 
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23 
to the origins of the intelligentsia differed among the 
Vekht authors, but they did agree on one thing: the intel- 
ligentsia, whether it began as a group in 1721, 157,910 # 1.8.25), 
or the 1830's and 1840's, had been so shaped by its struggle 
with the autocracy, that it, in turn, became autocratic in 
its judgments of those facets of life which they felt did 
not benefit the struggle against the autocracy. As Berdyaev 
noted much of the responsibility for the turn of events lay 
We th eehe autocracy  -viem was Which chippled..Russian +life.and 
fatally goaded the intelligentsia into an exclusive concern 
with the struggle against political and economic oppres-— 
sti ony ait” 

the. .typieal view, o£f,the “intelligentsia was. that it 

aspired to see freedom on all levels in Russia, that, in 
effect, it worked towards the creation of a new civiliza- 
ene The definition of the intelligentsia put forth by 
one writer contrasts dramatically with the criticism offered 
by Berdyaev. Ivanov-Razumnik saw the intelligentsia as, 

- - - ethically--anti-bourgeois, sociologically--non- 

estate, non-class, yet a definite group characterized 

by creative new forms and ideals, and their active 

execution in life in the direction of Un fcRathat intel- 

léectual,.esocial;and personal..freedom. 4 


Berdyaev advocated a critical re-examination by the intel- 


ligentsia to see where they had gone wrong from those noble 


aera 


1 tvanov-Razumnik, Istoriia obshchestvennot mysilt. 
mo i (St.Petersburg; 1908)" p. 8. 
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34 
goals. It is interesting to note that one of the criticisms 
of Vekht was directed against this call to re-examination. 7? 
Instead of seeing the intelligentsia as creative and freedom- 
loving, Berdyaev saw the opposite. Every philosophical idea 
that had come from the West was accepted, not because of its 
philosophical merits or through a critical examination, but 
Rathem, im aherway wilch it. titted the task of overthrowing 
the autocracy. To take one example from Berdyaev, he 
pointed out that Marxism was viewed not from the attitude of 
the vopgecetve principle of production*or*the Organization of 
creative and productive forces, but from the subjective side 
Of “OtSstribution, atid in RUssia the Class factors in Marxism 
came to be completely dominant. ** Russian philosophy, which 
set itself the task of reconciling the differences between 
European rationalism and religious faith, had no appeal 
whatsoever to the Russian intelligentsia because there was 
HO Way"to Tit 1Tt=into the struggle “against autadracye digg 
Tie evtemene Deculrar Utilitarian phi losophy of the Russian 
imcelligentsia, with its denial of free intellectual specu- 
lation and curtailment of self-criticism, had, in Berdyaev's 
eyes, produced something far removed from the noble goals 


outlined by Ivanov-Razumnik: 


5% N. Ovsyaniko-Kulikovskii, "“Psikhologiya russkoi 
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35 
Indeed, our intelligentsia cherished freedom and pro- 
fessed a philosophy in which there is no place for free- 
dom; it cherished the personality and professed a 
philosophy in which there is no place for the personality; 
it cherished the tdea of progress and professed a philos- 
Ophy in which there is no place for the idea of progress; 
it cherished the brotherhood of man and professed a phi- 
losophy in which there is no place for the brotherhood 
of man; it cherished justice and all noble things and 
professed a philosophy in which there is no place for 
justice or anything howsoever noble. 

Whereas Berdyaev had examined the intelligentsia's 
attitude toward philosophy and found it intellectually dis- 
honest, Bulgakov reached much the same conclusion regarding 
their attitude toward religion. The purpose of Bulgakov's 
essay was to refute the comparison between the radical intel- 
ligentsia and the early Christian martyrs. The most that 
Bulgakov could allow the intelligentsia by way of comparison 
was that the intelligentsia did possess a religious nature, 
but that by rejecting Christ for the creed of atheism the 
intelligentsia had become unbalanced, craving earthly jus- 
tice, yet craving even more a religious healing. Bulgakov, 
like Berdyaev, saw in Dostoevsky a true Russian prophet and 
philosopher. Berdyaev had compared the intelligentsia's use 
of philosophy to that of the Grand Inquisitor; Bulgakov 
compared the intelligentsia's abortion of their religious 


nature to Dostoevsky's The Devi lens. 


hah aed ee 


Seeucius Bulgakov, "Heroism and Asceticism (Reflec- 
tions on the Religious Nature of the Russian Intelligentsia)" 
in Verne in Canadian Slavie: Studies, Il, no. 3 (Fall; 1968), 
PP) 291-3 10501 Ty, now 46(Wimter,, 1968)e, pp.) 447-63 expr 46.2% 
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The intelligentsia consisted of two primary charac- 
teristics which, in Bulgakov's assessment, negated any com- 
parison with Christianity: atheism and maximalism. With 
these two characteristics permeating the personality of the 
tntelltgent in conjunction with the external pressure of 
state persecution, the intelligentsia was cut off from the 
community and was devoted to a life of heroic struggle. 
Bulgakovegquitewaptly named it % . . . the ‘Hannibal's vow' 


ie men ndeenceidenti tie 


Gf struggle: with the autocracy . 
cation of the intelligentsia with persecution and revolution 
produced an image of an heroic, self-sacrificing group, akin 
to the Christian martyrs. 

A certain otherworldliness, an eschatological dream of 

the City of God and the future reign of justice (under 

various socialist pseudonyms), and a striving for the 

salvation of mankind--if not from sin, then from 

suffering--are, as we know, the immutable and distinc- 

tive peculiarities of the Russian intelligentsia. 49 
However, the touchstone of the intelligentsia's resemblance 
to Christianity was in its attitude to religion. The intel- 
ligentsia being atheistic, for Bulgakov there could be no 
comparison to Christianity. By avowing faith in atheism, 
the consequences to the intelligentsia's psychological make- 
up were fraught with danger. 

The primary danger was the substitution of a new 

faith for the discarded Christianity. Bulgakov designated 


this new faith the religion of man-Godhood, which was a 


religion based on the perfection of man and the inexorable 


48 Bulgakov, e9up. 294. 
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evolution of progress. It becomes possible for man to work 
out his own destiny. 
Denying the existence of Providence and of any pre- 
eternal plan working itself out in history, man puts 
himself in place of Providence and sees himself as his 
Own savior. Even a mechanistic, sometimes crudely 
mMaterialistics conception of the historical process, 
which reduces it to the play of spontaneous forces (as 
in economic materialism) and which manifestly contradicts 
this image of man, does not prevent it from developing; 
man nonetheless remains the sole rational, conscious 
agent, his own Providence. 50 
By placing the salvation of mankind in man's own hands, the 
intelligentsia was able to move to the belief that they, in 
fact, were the historical agents of progress in Russia. 
And again Bulgakov emphasized that the life style of the 
intelligentsia contributed to the development of this heroic 
mentality. "Nothing reinforces the mentality of heroism so 
much as persecution, victimization, reversals of fortune, 
danger, and even death.">* 
The religion of man-Godhood led to self-worship, 
and self-worship led to heroic maximalism. This meant that 
the hero, t.e., the itntelltgent could never settle for some- 
thing limited. There could be no thought of compromise, nor 
of working amicably with other parties who shared the same 
or similar goals, but differed on the methods devised to 
accomplish them. There could be only one hero or one savior, 


and heroic maximalism partitioned and set at odds the various 


groups of intelligentsia. > 
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38 
Blinded by the thought of the heroic deed, and 
oblivious to everything but the realization of the utopian 
end, the tntellitgent enveloped himself within the dilemma of 
Ivan Karamazov: "All is permitted" was to determine the 
course of the intelligentsia's actions. As Bulgakov stated 
it, the nature of the intelligentsia's reasoning would be: 
I am realizing my own ideal, and for its sake I free 
myself from'the bonds of ordinary morality; I give 
myself Ghetrightenotronly <to® the property of others, 


but to their life and death, if this is needed for my 
idea.53 


This very problem Bulgakov had seen manifested in Herzen's 
philosophical strivings. His spiritual search had brought 
him to the brink of accepting the "all is permitted" philos- 
ophy, when a personal re-evaluation made him realize the 
dangers of Karamazovism.>* The only way to escape from that 
position was for the intelligentsia to undertake a re- 
examination of the personality. Without it the intelligent- 
sia can only become more morally and spiritually bankrupt.>> 
Semen Pranks essay, The Bthie of ‘Nithidism;,” continued 
the trend taken by Berdyaev and Bulgakov, that is, the 
effect of the intelligentsia's beliefs on its spiritual 
development. Berdyaev described the effect this pattern of 


thinking and life style had on its overall attitude toward 


objective truth and antellectual investigation. ~ Bulgakov 


qorbid: ut 307. 


Fen isheunaya drama Gertsena," p. 164. 


2 Bulgakov, "Heroism and Asceticism" I, p. 309. 
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39 
Eracedmtnerettectsa cCenial of religion had on its actions 
and the justifications for them. Frank's purpose was to 
show how the intelligentsia constructed its code of right 
and wrong, and on what this code was based. 

Frank agreed with Berdyaev and Bulgakov that the 
intelligentsia did not arrive at its beliefs through a 
process of careful scrutinization or honest deliberation. 
PeeWee moOs culate One mighty symbol thaty stood tor all 
truth--the welfare of the people. All aspects of life Were 
detinedminmre lacy onto this; goal. As Franko put it: ” 
serving this goal is man's highest and, indeed, sole obliga- 
tion, and anything beyond it is demonic." ° 

Two traits were combined in the intelligentsia's 
world-view, nihilism and moralism. Again it is necessary 
to emphasize the comparison among Frank, Berdyaev and 
Bulgakov. In each of these essays the theme has been one 
of pointing out the contradictions in the intelligentsia's 
beliefs. Each of these men saw the intelligentsia's goals 
EoceManwind come anto Contlict with their ideological frame-— 
work. We have already seen how Berdyaev and Bulgakov 
interpreted the effects on the intelligentsia of their 
Dbastacdization of phile@sophical and religious values. Prank 
saw the same thing occurring in the intelligentsia's moral 


outlook. On the one hand they adopted nihilism which meant 


ee omen Eeank, 'ihe Ethic of Nihilism {A Gharacter- 


ization of the Intelligentsia's Moral Outlook)" in 
CONG Gime Lava woriages, hone. 3o (Pall, 1971),‘p. 334. 
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40 
denying any absolute or objective values. Yet on the other 
hand they professed a moral creed, defining right and wrong, 
which postulated an absolute value in terms of material well- 
being and social justice.>’ 

In Frank's view the entire mental and moral makeup 
of the intelligentsia was founded on falsehood and unprin- 
cipledness. By ascribing to nihilism the tntelligent denied 
any principled valuation or any objective distinction 
between good and evil. By this doctrine the world floated 
in irrational chaos, and change was produced through the 
indiscriminate warring of material Fores. * Nevertheless, 
the tntelltgent would firmly believe in the possibility of 
a perfect society. His moralism enabled him to believe that 
goodness resided in the world, and that wickedness derived 
from exploitative members of society. Happiness could be 
achieved by destroying the exploiters, educating the 
exploited, “and“organi zing “the *society “fo “erisure sa “just dis- 
tributron or “socrety us products !>” Thus, through nihilism, 
the tntelligent was able to justify a creed of hatred and 
destruction, self-aggrandizement and power. And the addition 
of moralism™~brougnt@-a yustifreatiron of “this hatredgand ides= 
truction, but in the name of material well-being and the 


perfect society. 


The intelligentsia went on to mold these conflicting 
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41 
positions of nihilism and moralism into an evangelical faith. 


Frank went on to define the intelligent "... as a militant 


monk of the nthiltstte religion of earthly well-being." °° 


The characteristics of the intelligentsia were those of a 


monastic order. 


The intelligentsia is like an autonomous state, a 
Separate little world with its own very. strict and solid 
traditions, its own etiquette, mores and customs, almost 
its own culture. It can be said that nowhere in Russia’ 
are there such firmly established traditions, such a 
definite regulation of life, such categorical judgments 
of people and situations, and such loyalty to the 
corporate spirit in this all-Russian spiritual monastery 
thet is the Russian intelligentsia. 


Besides being a secluded and ascetic order, Frank deemed the 
intelligentsia to also possess the characteristics of a 
militant, worldly order akin to the Jesuits of the Counter- 
Reformation. 
But although he is secluded in his monastery, the intel- 
Ligent is not indifferent to the world; on the contrary, 
he wants to rule the world from his monastery and propa- 
gate his faith in it. He is a militant monk, a monk- 
revOolucionary. ~ Thus, ‘the Intelligéntsia considers its 
political goal to be less the introduction of some 
reform that is objectively useful in the worldly sense 
than the destruction of the .nemies of its faith and 
the forcible conversion of the world. 62 
The tntelltgent as monk-revolutionary, with his doc- 
trine of revolutionism and antipathy toward opposing beliefs, 


became devoured by a single attitude--hatred. Hatred for 


the enemies of the people, hatred of wealth, hatred for 
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42 
aesthetic, religious and cultural ideals formed a-binding 
faith in which destruction was to be the only motivating 
force. °? Frank's plea to the Russian intelligentsia was for 
1t to free itself of that ethic of hatred and destruction. 
thesentire fabric Of Russian life could only become richer 
if creation, not destruction, were stressed. To accomplish 
this the Russian intelligentsia would have to be prepared 
LOpQUcaelOntt ts Old value, and, turn to the task of realizing 
new ones. 

This same task was at the center of Gershenzon's 
essay, "Creative Self-Consciousness." In Gershenzon's 
analysis the old values were those of civic activism, which 
became tyrannical ones to the exclusion of others. These 
values intercepted Russian youth at a critical juncture in 
their lives, and transformed them into a homogenous mass 
with the same uncritically accepted values and goals. Other 
goals were denounced out of hand, and the intelligentsia's 
Own inner spiritual and personal development was ignorea. °4 
Gershenzon saw this lack of spiritual and personal develop- 
ment as the great error of the intelligentsia. By disavow- 
ing one's inner consciousness, the intelligent ceased to 
examine for himself the nature of reality, and failed to 


arrive at a truth that was the product of his own mental 


Pe Oe ney ce 


are O. Gershenzon, "Creative Self-Consciousness" in 


Candevane es ayia oriuciee,; Lil, no. 1. (Spring, 1969), ». 18. 
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43 
strivings and passion. °> Thesresult was an intelligent 
whose sensual personality, or will, was divorced from logi- 
cal consciousness, and whose actions were not guided by any 
truth formulated within it. The consciousness withered, and 
a healthy, creative personality sickened according to Gershen- 
ZONs 

This disintegration of the personality proved fatal to 
Ehemintelligentsia lin three respects. Internally, it 
made" the wntelligent a cripple; externally, it tore the 
intelligentsia from the people; and finally, as a conse- 
quence of these two factors, it doomed the intelligent- 
Sia to utter impotence in regard to the regime that 
oppressed it. 66 
The final essay, Izgoev's "On Educated Youth (Notes 
Cig tose. andes oentiments); attributed the@ intel ligentsia's 
favlunento. lead the country during the revolution to its 
Supericral wayrol life. There is no. need to dwell on 
Izgoev's antiquated opinions concerning sexual proclivities 
of the Russian intelligentsia. The point that he was trying 
LOeMakeswas that the moral fabric of Russia's educated and 
re, © f circles was being sapped. Ten ideals continued 
COelOGtpat the top of thesintelligeéntsia's intellectual 
framework, but the rest of the body was based on super- 
ficiality and dishonesty. The only education Russian youth 
received was within the radical circles formed during the 


university years. The great tragedy in this situation as 


seen by Izgoev was that the intelltgent-student left the 
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44 
university with no real personal awakening, no honest appre- 
ciation of scholarship, and no sound basis to his own ideas 
Othe Thanatheatactethateitawas his»circle.ofifriends who 
Prccencedshimnewiathethem, andswhich in turn, he would present 
to others. °’ The worst effect was on the intelligent's 
moral character. 

The wntense; stimulating student-life, a~which gives -the 
appearance of a grandiose civic activity and takes up a 
great deal of time at the expense of studies, prevents 
Tiemocuaents from looking into their souls and giving 
themselves an exact and honest reckoning of their actions 
ancmenOughtes. s4nd without this’ there 1s not and cannot 
be any moral improvement. But in general moral self- 
improvement enjoys no credit among the radical youth, who 
for some reason are convinced that it is a "reactionary 
invention. "68 
In addition to the adverse effects intelligentsia 
radicalism had on the intelligentsia itself, the Vekhi arti- 
Glesedeprered ayspeial and) political miliew of destruction 
and hatred resulting from intelligentsia radicalism. Izgoev 
presented the intelligentsia's ideology as one of hatred, 
which promoted among the people a revolutionary fervour that 
would brook no restraints. °? The intelligentsia themselves 
shouldered no responsibilities for the consequences of this 
type of exhortation. This theme was universal among the 
Vekhists: the intelligentsia offered no constructive programs, 
only the program of destruction and expropriation. 

OF a. S. Izgoev, "On Educated Youth (Notes on Its Life 
ana senelmenes)!’ “in Cangdvan-elavie Studies, L1l, mo... 3 (Pall, 
1269), pe. 505-06. 
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However, each article felt that a crisis had arrived 
for the intelligentsia. The quietism, doubting and accusa- 
tions in the intelligentsia camp since the assumption to 
power of Stolypin, had led some of the intelligentsia to 
question their methods. Vekht, by criticising the ideology 
of radicalism, had tried to show that the intelligentsia 
had reached a bankrupt state. They offered a re-interpreta- 
tion of the intelligentsia's tradition to determine where 
they had strayed, and their own program for the 
intelligentsia's adoption with which they could effect a 


progressive and just Russia. 
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CHAPTER I17 
VEKHI, RELIGIOUS IDEOLOGY AND REACTION 


The predominant tone of Vekht was negative. It pur- 
ported to show what was wrong with the ideology of the intel- 
EIGente la. es Til the Main, this consisted of attacking its 
SeetlamrstelcC and Materlalistic heliets, and the utilitarian 
manipulation of ideas to foster those beliefs. Vekht did not 
offer a detailed program of ideological alternatives to the 
traditional world-view of the Russian intelligentsia, nor 
did a sequel to Vekht appear which might have proposed the 
needed alternative. Perhaps the reason for this was that 
there were too many basic disagreements among the Vekhi 
authors themselves as to the method with which to transform 
the intelligentsia consciousness. + Viet eelln anyaecasce paw then 
the Vekht articles themselves the germs of a positive program 
were clearly discernible. The one common emphasis throughout 
was religion, with the exception of Kistiakovsky. However, 
each article differed on the role religion was to play in 
transforming the individual and his society. Only one 
article, Bulgakov's, maintained that a conversion to organized 
religion was the undisputed path for Russian society to take. 


The other articles interpreted religious consciousness in 
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47 
various ways, while at the same time emphasizing other fac- 
Ops thatswould be vconstructive for Russian society. For 
Struvesenis was to be a politically healthy nation-state. 
Semen Frank urged the acceptance of cultural freedom based 
on the expansion of man's artistic ie creative capabilities. 
Gershenzon, the author of the foreward to Vexn:t, had indi- 
Gaccdmiiethateanduin his article, "Creative Selif—-Conscious— 
ness," that his hope for Russian society rested on the 
development of the individual personality. Berdyaev com- 
bined some of the features proposed by Frank, Bulgakov and 
Gershenzon. Like Gershenzon he was a personalist; like 
Peankeiemst COVE _OtLedevibrantsculture,;, and as Bulgakov, he 
accepted the dogmas of the Church and placed man's relation 
to Godsatethe center et the meaning-of life. _Izgoev and 
Kistiakovsky were further removed from the religious question 
aroused by the other Vekht authors. Izgoev's concern was 
Withetnemibite-style-ot the intelligentsia that, contributed 
tomtheteaabidingserevolutionism andeits myopic vision of 
society and individuals. Kistiakovsky placed his trust in 
a sound, egal order, andthe, implantation of respect for law 
in the members of the Russian intelligentsia and all of 
Russian society. 

Man's inner spiritual. life was the platform of Vekhi. 
Among Bulgakov, Berdyaev, Frank and Struve this inner 
spiritual life revolved around the religious question. 
Bulgakov laid all the troubles in contemporary Russian soci- 


ety at the feet of the religious crisis in the minds of the 

























vs | - ie 

- -921 soildo Cnisiesiame smit efixe ocd 96 atid ,~ayaw | 
40% ~yteinvoe asieeauh 16% svidowssenes sd aiqee jedt 
efete-noitsn yisison yilaciazilog 6 od GF She inti ovwsse 


Bseed mobeot? laivifus to azmetqecsce sist bepul ail names. 


- 


7 
- os 7 
-2eigili@edss evicbe:> bas aideijca e'rfan To mozeAbgxs odd Te i 


=jint bed ,jale) of Bbuewetol std 3a toflses ot . fos tadaeo 

-Bpoingnod-tlee svites xD" states cid al bem See ae bedso 

sH3 no baveox ytaiona eho awl xt sor aii sSedg ", e89n "i 

Moa Yeasybtsa .yorlsnoarsd (awbav bat ade 2 sirengeilaysh 
bas vodeplua ,Aimad eect Sueegetg aezlses3 sida io ona benkd 
BALL ;2etlaiceitsa & #aw ec nosistered’ esti -1O\ RoAeteo. 

an VozsvlLud 26 bes :etegloo sdapaudrv 5 £08 suede od w1SzT . 
notsé Lars e ‘nem bevsig bne Avivd> edd 20. es apod oU betgeags 
bas Veopsl sehil ie an Lnsom ats t9 763099 sf? 36 Sep of 
noOLlieawp auaiplior ont moyt bevoma toda 7 _ wievoseialn 

abWw nistics a'Vsopst stouitus itty redto oft, yd be ayaa 7 
berudtssHo5 J6n2 bizdnetpllesal S93. 16 elyse-eiit- oda aie 
to noietv sidowm adi bus Melaoisudiove: enibids 1i9H3 92) - 


WL Q2uas ain bsselg ylevorciteix# (alechivibal 1s \etsos 


i \ 





7 


Whi. S97 doswasr 1» Wod2etina fqyns ads bes ,a8bto Lapel brug et s : 


2 ils hae Rgstaepilinza: fie die ese ett to exedasm as 
“eteiooa 4 aul 
te apy otit ataieg ieee lease 4 


aS 










48 
Russian intelligentsia. His criticisms of the Russian intel- 
ligentsia, as shown in the preceding chapter, were based on 
this schism in their life. Searching for the future reign 
Of justice, but basing it on nihilism and maximalist means, 
Bhewincelligentsiadistorted their idea of the City of God: 
Inner personal growth was ignored and the external forms of 
society became the only criteria worthy of evaluation and 
support. ~ Bulgakov purported to show the difference between 
Ehe@eEoue Christian, and the true intelligent in viewing 
history and progress. 
Christian asceticism perceives the world differently. 
I shall not dwell on the goal of world development and 
history as it appears in the atheistic and Christian 
bameice tn the former ptt 1s tthe happiness of the 
latest generations, triumphing on the bones and blood 
of their forebears, though in their turn no less subject 
to the inexorable fate of death (not to mention the 
PpOscupi ety 7or natural calamities)> in’ the latter, Tt 
is faith in the universal resurrection, a new earth and 
a new heaven, when "God will be all in all."3 
Bulgakov had traced this schism in an earlier essay 
in the collection Ot marksizama k tdealizmu. The schism 
again was one of basing an idea of progress on scientific 
principles. Soon, in the minds of the believers, these 
principles no longer are subject to objective scrutiny, but 
become transcendant and imminent. By raising the idea of pro- 
gress to the level of a metaphysical system, the concomitant 


problem of a justification of good followed in its train. 


If evil was to be explained and good justified, a theodicy 





uaigakars PHerolsm, and Asceticism . . .'," p. 450. 


alta 





> 1 j 
Rh 2 ; ts — 


itodted 










ms to Level ef o¢ 
: 











/ bewol ae bOoR- ure wolseo12 is Bu f | 37°O 
. at 7 
sectdsinith’ boon bie haga ice od re 
oe : — 


; * ; = 7 ns ” Paes iss P 


masa 7 OR . 





49 
must remain based on God, not on an abstract idea like the 
economic and social progress of mankind. Without that justi- 
fication Bulgakov could foresee Karamazovism, that is, "all 
is permivrean™ 

Furthermore Bulgakov believed that an intelligentsia 
philosophy which viewed man in socio-economic terms and dis- 
placed the idea of God by the idea of progress was incapable 
of leading the people. Between the intelligentsia and the 
people it created an estrangement and caused a war of two 
faiths. Bulgakov's fear was with the effects on the peas- 
ante if titat traditional faith was “Lost. 

Destruction of the people's age-old religio-moral 
foundations frees in them the dark forces which have been 
sO numerous in Russian history, deeply poisoned as it was 
by the evils of Tatar barbarism and the instincts of the 
nomadic conquerors. 

Another fear of Bulgakov's resulting from this war 
between the intelligentsia and religion was that it drove 
the Church into the arms of reaction. ° The effect on Russia 
was to set up mutually hostile armed camps. 

Everything gets woven together into one historical and 
pyschological tangle: habitual patterns of thought and 
historical associations of ideas develop, and both their 


adherents and their opponents begin to see them as 
intrinsically binding and indisoluble./ 


Bulgakov, "Osnovniya problemy teorii progressa," in 
Of markatama k’idealtamu;' asborntk*statet (1896-1903) >°(Sti 
Petersburg, 1903), pp, 141-43. 

"Heroism and Asceticism . . . , bd. 459, 
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The first step towards erasing this contradiction in 
Russian life was for the intelligentsia to begin to heal one 
OMmaitesgreatest contradictions ,/its anti-religious. feeling: 
Budigakoves admonitionsofeithe intelligentsialwas for it to 
iserm ecrthe meal I@ot, Christ@anid ts®hearts  returnt to oHims 
and in this way restore Russia to health.- 

Berdyaev and Frank, like Bulgakov, looked to a reun- 
ion between God and man, (man in this case being the intel- 
ligentsia) as the path toward salvation. They differed from 
Bulgakov in that they were not as dogmatic in their identi- 
fication with the Orthodox Church. Berdyaev had indeed 
reLurnedetorthe Church, +and=Frank converted® from Judaism, but 
they did not so readily subsume the Church organization into 
their rediscovered religious belief as did Bulgakov. 

All three thinkers were heavily influenced by Vladimir 
Soloviev. Bulgakov and Frank developed Soloviev's conception 
ab ecOtal=unity;! wherebyeall aspectstoftlifey *spiritual, 
empirical and rational, co-existed without the mutual exclu- 
sion of one by another. Though their philosophical systems 
were more clearly worked out after they left Russia in 1922, 
nevertheless, their criticisms of the intelligentsia in Vekhit 
were already founded upon the inclusion of the spiritual into 
life's processes. The principle of "total-unity" was to 
become the center of Frank's and Bulgakov's philosophies. 


However, their intent at the time that they wrote their 
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51 
articles ineVekht wastnottosbespurely philosophical or 
theological, but to convince the intelligentsia to reinstill 
Christianity in their lives. Frank called for a Christian 
humanism. By that he hoped the intelligentsia would keep 
intact the noble goals of freedom and justice for the people, 
but do so with the knowledge that there is a higher reality 
than man and his life on earth. He asked that the nceta te 
gentsia return to the traditions of Russia's cultural elite 
in the thirties and forties when those two aspects were 
ered a. Bulgakov and Berdyaev stressed the same point, 
tidtelapethiaceman s SO)JOUrn On earth was not to provide him- 
self with material opulence, but to transcend the bounds of 
Matervaleexistence and unite spiritually with the Creator. 

The point of the articles by Frank, Berdyaev and 
Bulgakov was that life must have a religious meaning. All 
criticisms of social and political life were to be shaped 
ener in terms) of their religious content. Each of the 
articles by these three men made it clear that they regarded 
the problems and failures of the intelligentsia as having 
stemmed from their denial of religious values. In this mode 
of criticism they remained very close to Soloviev. Frank 
and Berdyaev especially adopted Soloviev's appraisal of 
European history since the Renaissance. Frank, in a series 
of talks for the BBC, set forth Soloviev's description of 


this process: 
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From the time of the Renaissance onwards there has been 

a struggle between two spiritual forces--faith in God 

and faith in man. This fatal misunderstanding over- 
shadows the whole tragic history of modern Europe. 

Faith in the rights of man and the freedom of human 
Spirit, the call for brotherly love which is to secure 
foreman thei conditionswof, lufe befitting his’ great 
dignity--all this becomes the inspiration of the unbeliev- 


ers, their battle-cry in the struggle against the Chris- 
tian faith. 19 


The way out of this impasse, set forth by these three 
Vekhists ,, was for the Russian intelligentsia to join in a new 
"Christian" renaissance. Thus Russia was to fulfill her role 
in history which had been a problem in the minds of the Rus- 
Sian intelligentsia since Chaadayev. For Bulgakov this 


meant healing the division between religion and anti-religion 


in Russiam laife: 


Alongside the anti-Christ element in the intelligentsia 
One can sense higher spiritual potentials as well, a 
new (iis toni ca lefleshiwaiting to be spiritualized.. .Its 
intense search for the City of God, its yearning that 
God's will be done on earth as it is in Heaven, is pro- 
foundly different from bourgeois culture's desire for 
solid earthly well-being. The intelligentsia's abnormal 
maximalism with its practical uselessness is the result 
of a religious perversion, but it can be overcome by 
religious healing.1 


For Berdyaev love of truth must be the goal of man- 
kind, and love of truth is equated with love of God. Without 
this definition of truth, man's nature becomes utilitarian 


and hedonistic: 


This falsely directed love of man, it turned out, des- 
troyed love of God, because love for truth, like love for 
beauty or for any absolute value, is an expression of 
love for the Deity. This was a false love because it was 


sani WWianlmLeecOLlOVyYOV,;. in Pne Lretenerm, Xil 


(April 225); .1949) fep. 710. 


eT Bulgakov, BieonOLSMaanOeASCeLLCism . . . , «Dp» 462. 
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not based on true respect for men as equal and kindred 
by the One Father. On the other hand, it was compassion 
andppity forsthe manvof “the people," ‘and”on the*other 
it turned into worship of man and worship of the people. 
Genuine love for men is not love against truth and 
agaanst God, but in truth and in God; not pity, which 
denies the dignity of man, but “recognition of God's”own 
image in every person. 12 


To continue obeisance towards anti-religious views 
and to work towards a revolution that would define men only 
in terms of social and economic productivity, in Frank's 
view, destroyed belief in objective ideals and the cultural 
uplifting of men, and reduced them to machinistic objects: 


Itewpurer concept, of culture that is organically rooted 
in the consciousness of the educated European is not 
native or dear to the Russian, and scarcely touches the 
inner man. The objective inherently valuable develop- 
ment Of the external and internal conditions of life, 
increased material and spiritual productivity, the per- 
F6Cti0On Of the political, social and domestic forms of 
intercourse, progress in morality, religions, science 
ancmat LslieoewOrd, the multifarious slabor of raising 
collective existence to an objectively higher level-- 
Citsmvitaleconcep. Of culture, with its powertul 
intellectual influence, inspires the European. But 
again, this concept is based entirely on faith in 
objective values and on service to them, and we can 
give a straightforward definition of culture in this 
sense as the aggregate of objective values realized in 
Sevecal and historical life. From this point of view, 
CGULCULENGxiISts Mottior some good or purpose, but? only 
Ore tself; cultural creation Signifies the improvement 
of human nature and the embodiment of ideal values in 
life, and as such it is in itself a superior and self- 
sufficient! object of human activity. 13 


The return to religion satisfied a different need 
for each of these three men. Bulgakov clearly indicated that 
his conversion derived from real religious need, believing 


12, erdyaev, "Philosophical Verity and Intelligentsia 
Whee udlggcuia) | Ns tore 


LrrankyGt'The Ethie oftwihidism G1 Yop") pl) 336. 
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54 
also that conversion by the intelligentsia would heal the 
gulf between them and the peao lee ae But how was this return 
Pouch rma tOucome about? Bulgakov could only offer his own 
example, which sounded so similar to Soloviev's as to be 
suspect of a case of hero-worship and emulation. He offered 
intuition and mystical experience. One just had to open his 
heart and have faith.+° Berdyaev, as he stated in his auto- 
biography, moved first to socialism, and then to religion 
to provide himself a justification of good and a way with 
which to overcome the pro lem of Ahan But Berdyaev's 
philosophy, which was to become most closely identified with 
personalism, was of a type to be most suitable for an ego- 
Gentrie and self-sufficient individual. His later doctrines 
of personal creativity, Zenkovsky states, were very much due 
£0 his »romanticyvsm and, fear, of peneiiey. The tone of 
Berdyaev's article in Vekhi was aristocratic and removed 
from the turmoil of Russian society. It is not surprising 


that much of the reaction to Vekht sounded these criticisms. 


Lenimepomecxannlerstated;  “ ..... it is not the 'intella— 
Senet tiat Vekpies attacking. This 1s only an Ebeesesiieb lay t 
and misleading manner of expression. The attack is being 


14vasaryk, The Spirit of Russia, Vv. II, pp. 438-39, 
442. . 


oeruov: The Russian Religious Renaissance, 
pp.) 145-435 


1©pordyaev, Drecimana Hod batin y (DD eb oy “fae Toh 


aie V. Zenkovsky, A History of Russtan Phtlosophy. 
Trans. by George L. Kline. Routledge and Kegan Paul, Ltd. 
(EOnGOnn sl cs)yevc.lll , pp. 179-380, 
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pursued all along the line against democracy, against the 
democratic world outlook. "18 Lenin went on to denounce 
Vekht as part of the right wing and in league with the reac- 
tion. This statement was not true. The Vekhists were not 
simple reactionaries, but to speak of a return to religion 
as a cure for society's ills besmirched Vekhi in the minds 
of the radical intelligentsia with the colourings of Slavo-. 
philism, and perhaps a touch of Black Hundredism. 2? 

Berdyaev's aristocratic tenor was noticeable earlier 
MeivesCcarcer. At the turn of the century Berdyaev, along 
with Struve, Bulgakov, Frank and Tugan-Baranovsky, abandoned 
orthodox Marxism for idealism. Berdyaev still looked for a 
new society to be realized, but it was no longer to come 
about through material progress of the working class and the 
unfolding of an objective historical process. The new soci- 
ety would be realized through the inner moral perfection of 
each individual, in whom would have to be embodied the trans- 
cendent ideal of perfection. In 1901 he still had not clearly 
defined his transcendent ideal, but it was evident from the 
path that he was travelling that it would result in theism. 7? 


The new society and its new moral order were to be based upon 





ap: isSchenim;y *Conceerning Vekre}"ep. 125. 


ae. I. Novikov, Lentntzm i progressivnte traditsitt 
russkot obshehestvennoti myslt: tstortko-filosofskit ocherk. 
Lenizdat (Leningrad, 1965), pp. 166-67. 

a erat P. Mendel, Dillemas of Progress in Tsarist 
Russta, Legal Marxism and Legal Populism. Harvard U. Press 
(Cambridge; 1961), pl" 205. 
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56 
the perfecting of each individual conscience. To accomplish 
this required a conscience aware of its individuality and 
Capable of cultural progress. For Berdyaev this meant dis- 
carding the working class as the historical bearers of 
Progeescweror 8... . only the spiritually developed and 
perfected soul can be a real soldier of progress, can bring 
intaethe: lite of man the light of truth, goodness and 
beauty."-+ Thesonty people around that fulfilled this des-— 
cription were the intelligentsia, traditionally high-minded 
idealists. They could rise above class pressures and unite 
behind themselves all of society. Mendel correctly judged 
Berdyaev to have returned to the traditional world-view of 
PheminceLligentsia, thathis, to estand in defence of high 
idealepmetenwork tor the cultural uplifting of the masses, and 
to relegate to lower value progress in political rights and 
material standards.-- 

From this change around 1901 Berdyaev joined those 
members of the intelligentsia who had returned to Christian- 
ity. The adherents to the "New Religious Consciousness," 
centering on Dmitri Merezhkovsky, prophesied an apocalyptic 
future. The majority of the members found their inspiration 
in Vladimir Soloviev based upon his belief in a coming 


ee Apocalyptic predictions 


utopia of "religious sociality. 
a Thid., ps. 207. 
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SMI 
and a sense of the end of history permeated the entire atmos- 
phere of these intellectual circles. Even Vekhi posses- 
sed a certain colouring of doom, especially in Bulgakov and 
Gershenzon. 

Soloviev's tale of the Antichrist inspired later 
writers to protray their own vision of the apocalypse. 
Merzhkovsky, Blok, Bely and Rozanov delved into the gloomy 
world of apocalyptism.~* Berdyaev and Frank also experi- 
enced a sense of the end to history, but it was based on the 
more positive aspect of Christ, rather than Antichrist. 

Both looked to a Christian renaissance, and both saw the two 
hundred years since the Enlightenment as the triumph of 
secular values to the detriment of man's spiritual powers.-> 
Frank later wrote ofa Christian renaissance that it was to 
be: 
the awakening in the minds of individual men and the 
consciousness of mankind of the simple and joyous revela- 
tion of the value, the reality and the omnipotence of 
love as a divine power which unites all men and sustains 
the life of the world. 26 

The new world that was envisioned by Bulgakov, Berdy- 

aev and Frank would contradict most of the values and goals 


of their society. First of all their thought was elitist. 


In Vekht they denounced intellectual pandering to the people; 


meer itingcen: The leon ana “the Are, pp. 204-09. 


Oe ania God With Us. Trans. by Natalie Duddington. 
J. Cape (London, 1946), p. 275; Berdyaev, The End of Our 
Time. Trans. by Donald Atwater. Sheed & Ward (London, 
9.3.3.) ;49D bn, £4.l— 50°. 
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58 
they rejected the idea that progress was somehow restricted 
to the development of the peasants or industrial proletar- 
iat, and scoffed at the belief that poverty and asceticism 
bestowed virtue on the beholder. Progress towards a society 
based on love and true Christian principles was not going to 
be the work of crude and illiterate peasants. This was go- 
ing to be the task of individuals capable of wrestling with 
Eheir sinneresclves. sThisswould. alsophavestosrequixre-a 
Certain evel ote cultural *achievement, and aseFrank said in 
his essay, culture required wealth, both material and meta- 
physical.-/ itawasanot SUEPGISingy that the reactuonetouthese 
attitudes were inflammatory and the Vekhists were accused of 
allying with the landlords and supporting the autocracy and 
reaction. ** 

Secondly they rejected active participation in social 
and political life. The Vekhists resembled many members of 
the Russian rennaissance who retreated into their private 
tpeelleceual circles.) sBerdyacv., many, wears ilaber,iwas aware 
Of thateseclusion and castigated himself and -othersifor wit: 

The misfortune of the Russian renascence of the early 
Ewentieth century lay in the isolation of its cultural 
elite from the wider social movements of the time--a 
fact which proved fatal in the light of subsequent 
developments during the Russian Revolution .°. . . True, 


many adherents and spokesmen of the renascence sympa- 
thized with the Revolution (even Rozanov wrote a book 


2Timhe Beh bewot Nidg Lisi. (oe Jake pp. S46—47.. 
Zoe Poltoratskii, "The Vekht Dispute and the Signifi- 
GanCenOt Wek w— 10. COnddta Lavon ce Pape na),e EX, no. Ll 


(Sporincgeye.l96 7.) , pp. 98-99. 
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59 
cumiacethenevents Of 1.905 full of praise of the revolu- 
tionary movement), but they lost a sense of proportion 
in their concern for the new problems of a philosophical, 
aesthetic and mystical character, neglected by those who 
fOr pence sens have been engaged in the social strug- 
gle. 

At the time, as Poltoratskii states, the Vekht 
authors were startled by the overwhelmingly negative reaction 
eortneiL program Of Spiritual reformation, and surprised to. 
be branded as sympathizers of autocracy and Aacistainaegs | How- 
ever, the reaction should not have been surprising to them. 
fineenemiace or thesavowed hostility by the Tsar to the’ politi-— 
cal concepts of representative political bodies, and the 
actual emasculation of the Duma by the Stolypin government, 
any program calling for less political consciousness and 
action seemed to be what the Tsar and cabinet were precisely 
trying to accomplish. Miliukov threw that argument directly 
at Vekht, opposing early disillusionment with political 
action, and stressing that what Russia needed was more 
political experience, not lees. = In Vehkt itself there was 
an argument directed against the tendency to overlook practi- 
cal achievements in law and politics in favor of absolute 
ideals. This came from Kistiakovsky's essay: 

Some see law as a mere ethical minimum, while others con= 


gider compulsion, that is, vielence, one ef its integral 
elements. — If..they are cerrect, there is no reason £0 


29 pveam an@ Reatttyu, p. 153. 


30. o1toratskii, Gp. @tt,. Bs 102: 


315. N. Miliukov, "Intelligentsia i istoricheskaya 
traditsiya,'" in Intelltgentsia v Rosst: sborntk statet, 
pp, 189=31. 
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60 
reproach our intelligentsia for disregarding law. It 
applied to higher, absolute ideals, and could overlook 
this secondary value on its way. 32 

On the other side, there were representatives of that 
Stratum of Russian society who viewed the spiritual nature of 
man aS containing the true principles with which to reform 
society, yet they still disagreed with the aims of Vekhi. 
Most notably Leo Tolstoy and Dmitri Merezhkovsky handed down 
some rebukes to the Vekhzt authors.  Poltoratskii StaLlecdminat 
it was an erroneous conception on olstoy!s part, that Dice 
vented him from being in agreement with Vekht. Referring to 
the Vekht group Poltoratskii stated: 
They defended the necessity and the value of philosophy 
and scholarly endeavour (Berdyaev), Orthodox Christian- 
ity and the return of the intelligentsia to the Church 
(Bulgakov), creative individualism (Gershenzon), pro- 
fessional-academic training and constitutional govern- 
ment (Izgoyev), law and legal consciousness (Kistiakov- 
sky), statesmanship and political responsibility (Struve), 
culture and wealth in the practical and metaphysical 
meanings of this word (Frank), whereas Tolstoy rejected 
philosophy and science, mysticism and the Church, 
individualism, law, state and politics, culture and 
wealth. 33 
With all these fundamental principles dividing them, 
die 1s Ward to see how Poltoratskii.is justified in saying 
that Tolstoy and Vekht were really at jee Their brands 
of Spirituality were simply too far apart, and Tolstoy was 
too much of the anarchist to abide some of the institutions 


that Vekhi was willing to tolerate, especially the hierar- 


chies of Church and State. 


pe iewiacosky) Dp. 36. 


2 Boltaratekii, "Lev Tolstoy and Vekhti," in Slavonie 
and Bast European Review, XLIII (June, 1964), p. 346. 
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61 
Merezhkovsky was not willing to grant the Vekhi 

authors the claim that theirs was a Christian belief. Bulga- 
kov and Berdyaev he granted, may be Orthodox, but the others 
were not necessarily even Christians much less Orthodox in 
his opinion. >> Furthermore -he©took exception to their claim 
that the personality was the only way to achieve spiritual 
reformation. 


What is the significance of: "the inner life of the per- 
POoraltty ws tie e0le, creative force"? Tt is this: * it 
is snOotVChristrvans "ror *+Christianity maintains thatthe 
Greeative force of the personality is not the sole force, 
that °the -"religious“frontier ofthe personality iS union, 
sobornost, communality, the Church, as the Holy Sacra- 
mene; as*the*new "God-man@"I"; tn“whreéh the fullness “of 
each, separate "I" of mankind can only be realized. 36 


Merezhkovsky also noted that Vekht, by positing cer- 
tain characteristics with the intelligentsia, implied that 
the opposite of those characteristics lay with the forces of 
teaction. Vekhy attacked revolution, atheism, destruction 
anewevit, but by not making it absolutely clear that the old 
Order was chiefly responsible for the evils of Russian life, 
they ended up by posing it as the alternative to these evils: 


"Revolution is negation without any affirmation; hatred 
without any love; destruction without any creation; evil 
without any good." Bulgakov does not make an inference 
from’ here;“but the result is «clear: *-Pf£°revolution is 
destruction, hatred and negation, then the reaction-- 
having risen against destruction--is creation; quenching 
hatred is love; negating negation is affirmation; and 
finally if revolution is anti-religion, then the reaction 
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62 
is religion, and perhaps conversely, religion is reac- 
tion; this conclusion had already been made long ago 
by the enemies of religion. 37 

The religious principle advocated by Vekht was done 
in the name of freedom. A "free search for God" was the 
slogan of the neo-Christian movement in the pre-war Russian 
society. The title suggested Vladimir Soloviev and his con- 
cept of "free theocracy," which indicated that man must 
reconcile logic and scientific reasoning with revelation 
and mystical belief, and prepare the way for the universal 
triumph of Christianity. However, Soloviev based his views on 
the mystique of the Godhead and belief in the infallibility 
of revelation through Church doomale® Bulgakov, Berdyaev 
and Frank, all of whom considered themselves greatly influ- 
enced by Soloviev, attempted much the same thing. The spirit- 
ual was proclaimed as the true reality, as an objective prin- 
ciple not owing its existence to any subjective process of 
man. Yet this same "objective" spirituality was to be intu- 
ited. At the same time the dogmas of the Church were held 
to be historical and metaphysical truths, while the further 
revelation of dogma could be possible through those thinkers 
or prophets who had attained a spiritual union with the 
Creator. 

The spiritual nature of man was deemed an objective 
truth. So too was Christ as God-man. However, as one 


writer noted, to recognize the concept of dogma meant denying 
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38uasaryk, pp. 246-49, 251, 254. 
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freedom of belief to those who did not hold with the dog- 
eee Ang Vekha ibyacryings formed retunn ‘tomfaith ain tGod ‘as 
Opposed to faith in positivism, materialism or revolutionism, 
was ultimately asking the intelligentsia to simply change 
dogmatic creeds. | 

There was another spiritual point of view in Vekht. 
This was Gershenzon's. However, Gershenzon's spiritual con- 
cepts were not connected with Christianity, nor with a God 
that was founded on dogma and revelation. Gershenzon 
believed that a really meaningful social reformation could 
come about only when each and every individual had trans- 
formed himself. No amount of system-building whether it was 
based on abstract philosophical and theological theories or 
secular and materialistic theories could really alter indi- 
viduals or subscribe to their own personal needs. In 1909, 
in Vekht, Gershenzon attacked the dominating interest that 
social and political concerns had in people's lives. The 
danger in this, he felt, was that it allowed them to ignore 
the development of their individual Consciousness.» After 
the revolution of 1917, Gershenzon, in his famous corres- 
pondence with Viacheslav Ivanov, attacked cultural tradition 
and all that went with it, philosophy, art, and: poetry, for 
wielding the same stranglehold over the inner consciousness 


PeLeonid Sabaneeff, "Religious and Mystical Trends in 
Russia pat theatTurn of the Century,” in fusetan Revtew, XXIV, 


ne: 4 (Octeber, 1965), p. 364. 
*Oucreative Self-CGenscigusness," p. 18. 
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thateypolrtical jthinking eee Gershenzon's argument was 
the same in both cases. He wished for a simplification of 
life. As one writer stated, if there was anyone among the 


Vekht group who should have aroused Tolstoy's sympathies it 


was ps aR ant og 


Gershenzon saw mankind weighted down with the values 
of the past, so that these values, which he saw as subjec- 
tive and ultimately stamped by some human progenitor, had 
reached the point of being regarded as valuable in themselves 
At Gere existent. This was most poignantly felt by 
Gershenzon in his correspondence with Ivanov: 


Every objective value originates in one human person- 
GeeeywanGeat first belongs to it alone . . . Later: the 
world draws the flowering value into its humdrum battles. 
In the world no one needs it in all its fullness. People 
sense in the value the original force injected into it 
bysits creator and want to utilize that force for their 
own ends .. . Eventually the commodity becomes a gen- 
erally recognized value and is crowned queen. A reigning 
value is cold and cruel; in time, it petrifies completely 
and becomes a fetish . . . What had been alive and per- 
sonal, throbbing with the ardent blood of one man, has 
become an idol demanding the immolation of other values 
as alive and personal as it itself was when it first 

saw the light of day.43 


Gershenzon's interpretation of mankind followed the 


Mines som simplifiication in the individual to the corrupting 


§ correspondence between Two Corners," in Marc Raeff 
ed., Kussian Intellectual History, an Anthology. . Harcourt, 
Braceusaworlda. (New York, Chicago, ~San Francisco, Atlanta, 
1966), ppeeosenaso4c 


oor ean Levin, “M.) Of Gershenzon and Vekhi,” pa16/. 
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nature Of civilization. In every individual there is an 
innate, real self. Above the conglomeration of individual 
selves there sits the Cosmic self as the universal whole. 
Man"s™purpose is "to find his*real self, not to adopt for 
values and goals certain inherited concepts but find his own, 
and to bring it into harmony or disharmony with the Cosmos. 7" 
Gershenzon's judgment of men then falls into whether he sees 
them as in harmony or disharmony with the Cosmos. His think- 
ing falls into Rousseauism. In viewing Russia he interpreted 
the peasants, the marod, as in harmony. In touch with the 
soil, they lived by a religious principle. Just what this 
religious principle of the soil was, Gershenzon did not 
define; but a religious principle was the individual's identi- 
fication with the cosmic and he flatly stated that the narod 
possessed it. : However, the Russian intelligentsia were 
"A crowd of sick men quarantined in their own 
ponte ae ae i 36 The revolution could not succeed because 
the people hated and distrusted them more than the government. 
Gershenzon's remarks on this were picked up immediately by 
Veknt's critics as-an indication of support for the autocracy: 

They do not see us as thieves, like their brother the 


Village kulak, nor even as plain foreigners, like the 
Turk or Frenchman. They see our human recognizably 


‘Georges Florovsky, "Michael Gerschensohn," in 
elLavonrterandhagt Buropean Revtev, V (1926<27), p. 320. 
Fri bageemisaot 


SOwaedaeive Self-Consciousness," p. 14. 
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Russian features but do not sense a human soul in us, 
and therefore they hate us passionately, probably with 
an unconscious mystical terror. They hate us the 
more profoundly because we are their own. Such as we 
are, we not only cannot dream of merging with the people, 
but we must fear them more than all of the government's 
executions, and we must bless this regime which alone 
with its bayonets and prisons, still protects us from 
the people's wrath. 47 
To accomplish a true reformation of society, not 
man's reason, but the irrational mystical principles behind 
the Cosmos would have to triumph. These were present in 
each individual. When all of mankind became single organisms 
attached to the Cosmic principle; then that principle would 
be realized. This is nothing more than a General Will that 
Gershenzon established. It was impossible in Gershenzon's 
thinking for any single individual to reason what the General 
Will was or logically produce a principle or value that 
would be universally applicable. By establishing true self- 
consciousness, each individual would be able to recognize 
objective goals that would fulfill his own personal needs 
In his study of the nineteenth century Gershenzon 
felt that the thirties were a period in Russian life when 
the goal of self-consciousness was best able to be realized. 
The men of the thirties were concerned not only with man's 
partial perfection of society, but with a complete trans- 
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Slavophilism was based on his own psychological interpreta- 
tion of history. Real man was in the psyche, man's irra- 
tional consciousness. To accomplish a radical change in the 
world, men would have to delve into their inner selves and 
morally regenerate themselves. He saw the Westernizers as 
attempting to effect change by manipulating society, while 
the Slavophiles started with the premise that man was first 
eaneorgani ceparnt.of, theyuniverse:then a member of society. >? 
Gershenzon took from Slavophilism only that which fitted into 
his interpretation of history and reality. The social prob- 
lem was a real problem to the Slavophiles, and a problem 
they were trying to overcome. Furthermore, he ignored the 
concepts of Orthodoxy and Nation that were central to 
Slaophile theory.2? 

Gershenzon's goal was social quietism. He offered 
a retreat into one's mind as the only way to achieve change. 
For the radical intelligentsia to agree with him, they 
would have had to accept the social and political status quo, 
andshissphilosophical spirit of .irrationalism. .-Florovsky 
summed up what Gershenzon wished: "He wants only one kind 
of freedon, freedom from civilization, the freedom of 


inactivity, of unreflecting vegetable iite aitae 


ao alorovery., Om. Clie ps pomise os 


had Pp. 2273 Nicholas V. Riasonovsky, Auessta anid 
the West. in the Teaching of the Slavophiles: A Study of 
ftomantte Ideology. Harvard (Cambridge, 1952), pp. 208-09. 


>? lorovsky, Cpe Clu ities U. 


efit ak apaario teoiies = sletigitencs oF 


-dezq is6is02e 27" VITiLe 
























‘one haved saw 
rose 2a 


-syasqzsgnl-iso.noloieyag Reo ae 


<erxi 2’ hem ,atfoyag S09 Oi sew en tRaA 
aia ih 


tnt aviab ov ovad. Sigow rena 


bos e€savige 2Ten0i tists € 


ac etosingasesw' sit wee at B9V1 wammas 27 8" tenoEes vile 


Linw ,yteacoce & tsloginss yd sPpasds spots oJ pais ghia 


a4 ctiw Get te. "02 briqovatt oS 
i 7 > 


esi? Paw few Ie |e ..ie tg 


ce 


P ; = 32 1 sanac & wHadd eareviny 809 TO 32464 sinsp1? mace oe 
stododdiw 2ea9 ybao meiliiqovece nox 4063 nosnedesale 
jn Dre yRosecn 70 nek tadangios nh vig 


@r) et 


seidesy 4 S5ce ,aaiidqevel® s3 oF telgong Leos. 6 aw. 


o¢ Letopea>: Stew 2510 odsteu hos exobotys 1@ 2c 295908 


L¢ 
ytoets ol idee 
ie 2 
: - 2 7 — 
bexretto @H «metiveiup Leiowe caw leap 2'nosneteiao : oo 


Beni aveinns oF vsw yhao ait 26 batm =’ ano otal toomsa 5 
exge - fi 





4 


yous mod witiw sergs. od siataepi(iseas Isotbss eft 


mip awtenn feotriioy bie bavohe was ee oo OF bed oved bis 











| . i oe 
vse vouold Weclbaotsstvi io Jitigs lLaviieosse oh eid) 7 

\ re ae 3 

bataene ylne t2aaw oti" -boteiv KOxVeRZaeD ds: qu, Baines i 
5 ile ‘s 
ay Gebers cs 404 tenbLivis, t “te moboer? mobos 3 
“st, Pains 
Witches stds mpoe, par beans ab yasiv jk: ony 















Se s sy 
a a a ; - : are 
oo oe 7 cae “a, vite - — 
a : 7 7 7 ey . , | a : — : fale hs m { - : 
: 4 irae bate Sn or 5 a 


68 

The remaining three Vekhists (Struve, Izgoev and 
Kistiakovsky), emphasized more concrete political alterna- 
tives for the intelligentsia to undertake. As we have seen 
Kistiakovsky felt that there had always been an undue 
emphasis on intellectual and spiritual consciousness to the 
detriment of legal consciousness. However, if the intelli- 
gentsia was to respect law, then that would have to mean 
respecting the political institutions from which the. law had 
issued. That would have been a bestowal of legal approval 
and legitimacy on an entire system considered unjust and 
evil. The Kadets could, and eventually did, accommodate 
themselves to that program in the Third and Fourth Dumas. 
iverexctreme Lert could not have done so: 

Whereas Kistiakovsky attempted to construct law as 
an objective standard with which to realize progress and 
democracy, Struve offered an ideal of national consciousness. 
A strong, prosperous and democratic state was the goal which 
SELUVelwallea "hUSSia to reach. — His’ castigation of the radi- 
cal intelligentsia and the mass of workers and peasants was 
based on their uncompromising hostility to the state. Struve 
did morteco So far as to entertain the idea that. the auto-— 
cratic government with its bureaucracy was a state idea that 
Could bring = proedqress to Russia. "During the revolution "ef 
1905 he maintained that it was as inimical toward real pro- 
gress as violent revolution. His disapproval of it was 
based on his analysis of its inefficiency and exploitative 


GiaracreL lorreLorment in 1905 "Struve ‘insisted.upoen/erder. 
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Without order the government could justify repressive actions 
and defeat the revolution's gains.?> With order and with 
consolidation of the revolution's gains the peaceful process 
of modernizing Russia, advancing toward democracy, and 
strengthening the state in European affairs could begin. 

Struve wanted a moderate and peaceful period of 
growth. Before 1905, Struve's career had been directed 
against the primary stumbling block to this--the autocracy. 
After October, 1905 he turned against the other advocate of 
extremism, the radical left. “Suffice it°*to say that Struve 
did not completely abandon any criticism of the government. 
After Stolypin's death Struve became alarmed at the govern- 
ment's attempts to override the legal order in the Duma, and 
the bantering about of a counterrevolution in rightist cir- 
cles.> But the problem he saw here was that the government 
was destroying the period of tranquility that was needed for 
progress, and an upheaval would be necessary to shake it out 
of its lethangy)e2 What Struve was most worried about was the 
threat of a complete destruction of the state and the impover- 


ishment of Russia by the tactics of the radical Lase. 2° 


*peter Bs Struve, "Dve Rossii," in Polvarnaya avesda, 
NO. 1G (ganuary $19 ,,1906), pp. 381=82. 


Peucdogeia Haimsen, "The*Probléem ‘of Secial Stability in 
UnbaneRussia, 1905-1917" in Michael Cherniavsky, ed. The 
Structure of Russtan Htstory: Interpretive Essays. Random 
House (New York, 1970), p. 365. 


ear hed. 


peter B.Struve, "My Contacts with Rodichev" in 
Slavonic and Hast European Review, XXI (January, 1934), p. 365. 
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Struve had come to believe in the state as a corner- 
stone of progress. Under the protection of the state the 
individual would be free to develop a strong moral character 
and personal responsibility, > For Struve the state was to 
be awrevolutionary force) inwnationalsidife, andsa strong 
Stave, not a weak one was required.>° For Russia to be a 
healthy national state the entire fabric of the nation would 
have to be bound together with a common identity, a devotion 
to some higher principle. When Struve abandoned Marxism he 
abandoned the view that a certain class carried the seeds of 
progress. In the first issue of Osvobozhdente he wrote: 
ENOusingler class, party or doctrine is exclusively or pri- 
marily responsible for the cultural and political liberation 
Se Russiea..- It 15 a task .... . for the whole nation.">” The 
idea that would unite the nation was the idea of a "Great 
Russia. This OFiginally was Stolypin's phrase used as a 
rejoinder tO verbal attacks in the Second Duma. Struve 
agreed with Stolypin that the country was much more in need 
of a Great Russia than a Great Pe aiieeon ae A Great Russia 
also meant that Russia was to be identified with her Great 
Russian population. The reasons for this Struve gave to an 

eubete. Struve, "Past and Present of Russian Economics" 


in bauleuiliukoy, ef. al. Khusetan featttres and Broo lens. 
(Gembriage, 1917), pp. 81-82. 


SN iL Avrekh, Stolyupin © Tret'ta Duma. Nauka 


(Moscow, doGaiey,, ps hsz. 


een Oberzlander,, 'The sole of the political parties! 
in George Katkov, et. al. Russta Enters the Twentteth Century, 
ee. Od 


Avaekh Opa crt.s, Dea Jil. 


Bh (Svnt7e 48 
ae é — =F 
Spe fa. a. vewiaktam 2 
aa «ARE “a 


er ‘ t 
; oi 34 ne: 4 tones, aU. 4 
* 3 


7 ary 
—_—" : 
ant ry 





ay 
English audience during the war: 
The building up of this enormous State was no matter of 
ehbencess lt to nOwchances that in that State there should 
be a single national nucleus to which the hegemony 
naturally belongs. It was the consequence of the fact 
that only as a politically united whole could the land 
make progress in all respects, and that only a single 
ethnical element--that which formed the Muscovite 
State--possessed the political talent required. 6l 
Struve also maintained that there was to be a higher. 
Drincvpteswin lite than political and economic prosperity. 
This was to be a spiritual principle, and its strength rested 
on the religious and moral development of the individual. 
For Struve this was the true end of mankind, and all aspects 
of his life, internal and external, were intertwined. There- 
fore a program of destruction and hatred, along with the 
Supremacy of political over spiritual consciousness, dis- 
torted the intelligentsia. °* The role of the intelligentsia 
in Struve's view should be one of education. The intelligent- 
Sia should attempt to raise the level of the people's moral 
consciousness and create a sense of personality. This is 
exactly what the intelligentsia did not do, Struve said. 
Instead they furthered the masses‘ violent instincts. °” 
Rallying behind a strong and unified State, Struve called 


upon the intelligentsia to promote the cultural work that 


they were fitted for and join in elevating the country 
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12 
politically, economically and spiritually to the front rank 
of the advanced nations. 

Struve lamented the fact that Russia had never pos- 
sessed a bourgeoisie which could have played the role of 
transmitter of the political and spiritual ideas of the upper 
classes to the masses. What Russia had lacked was a Reforma- 
tion that could secularize religion. Comparing Europe to 
Russia on this matter he said: 

The significance of the Reformation and of the Catholic 
reaction which is so closely connected with it consists 
in) this=-that with the help of religien and the Church, 
principles of a certain social morality and discipline 
deeply penetrated the soul of the people. The Reforma- 
tion marks the secularisation of Christian morality, its 
conversion into a discipline and practice of everyday 
Plfee- OG, malt eyouehikestotcall itso mits” embourgeoise— 
ment."64 
Russia did not experience this "embourgeoisement" and conse- 
quently trailed the West in economic and spiritual develop- 
ment. Struve wanted Russia to develop a spirit of capital- 
isn, which he saw as based on moral fitness, individual 
responsibility, nationalism and constitutionalism. 

Struve's program raised strong objections among the 
rest of the intelligentsia. Miliukov felt that Struve's 
ideas of state and nationality, combined with the Strong 
religious tone of the rest of Vekhi, sounded too much like 
OL cial Nationality.°> Masaryk analysed Struve in the 
same way: 


‘peter Struve, "Russia" in Slavonic and Hast European 
HevCcH lL, hO.cd (dune, 1922)., p. 86. 
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His identification of state and nationality is extremely 
characteristic. Struve's ideas are too closely akin to 
Uvarov's official nationalism, and he is thus led to 
construct a barrier between the liberals and the social- 
ists. The liberals themselves recognized this, and 
disowned Struve . . .66 
The entire program of Vekht was stillborn. Mixing 
ciriticism of the intelligentsia with support for religion 
and the government could not but alienate the intelligentsia . 
from the Vekhists. Certainly the inability of the intelli- 
gentsia to separate or acknowledge some of Vekht's more 
trenchant criticisms from the themes that sounded reactionary 
illustrated quite pointedly the soundness of Vekhit's analysis. 
However, in 1909, the radical intelligentsia were worrying 
about how to defeat the reaction, not come to terms with it. 
Pogroms, military executions, legislation by decree and 
electoral changes were much stronger factors alienating the 
intelligentsia from the government than appeals by Vekht for 
spiritual and nationalistic growth which tried to muster 
SuUpvOneeLOG vit. 
Furthermore, critics of Vekht were not ready to 
abandon the view that political and cultural ideas were to 
be found that were completely free of social or political 
background. A recent article by a Soviet historian noted 
the tendency of Western writers to sympathize with Vekhi's 
philosophical theme, whereas Soviet writers saw Vekht to be 


as much a political program... "Vekhtiwas also a political 


tract of the bourgeois intelligentsia that was developing 
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a bourgeois consciousness. The values of nationalism, patri- 
otism, evolution of capitalism, imperialism (by supporting 
the state in war) were offered by Vekhit as the views for 
Russia's development. ">! 

Vekht also tended to ignore the interests of the 
masses in their analysis of the revolution of 1905. The con- 
flict was portrayed in terms of intelligentsia versus Nee 
racy. The masses were represented as welling up within 
themselves a boiling hatred for past grievances and capable 
Om ony. playingrarpo lit cal proles: simian toa .Pugachevsh- 
anaes Or they were shown to be basically religious- 
oriented and hostile to the atheistic blandishments of the 
intelligentsia. The assumption followed then that if the 
intelligentsia was truly desirous of progress, they would 
try to understand the religious nature of the people and 
join ehemacs Thesetypewol wapproach could certainly not -.dis- 
lodge the intelligentsia from any dangers of "folk-worship." 
What it did bring were accusations of elitism and a re- 


affirmation of the bond between religion and auboeracy. | 9 


OF e I. Shchetinina, "Intelligentsia, Revolyutsiya, 
Samoderzhavie (osveshchenie problemy v amerikanskoi burzhuaz- 
HOP SEOLIOGraLiLi) ty in Detortua So56h, no. 6 (Navembern-— 


becenber, W070) }wpve 165. 
Be ctruve, "The Intelligentsia and Revolution," p. 194; 


Bulgakov, “Heroism and Asceticism .. . ," pp. 459-60. 


Oy alaakoy Op. @tb., pp. 456-507 Gershenzon ,) ¥Grea= 
tive Self-—Consciousness,.") pp. 12-13. 
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Vekht was a testament to Russia's Silver Age; "but it 
was a testament of that section of Russian society which was 
disillusioned by the arduous road of political achievement. 
What political alternatives were offered by Vekht were too 
easily identified with the reaction. By retreating from 
politics the Vekhists weakened the Russian liberals. Further- 
more by maintaining that revolutionism emanated from the 
Russian intelligentsia, and not from the peasants and workers, 
Vekht abetted government circles to continue in their think- 
ing that by crushing the intelligentsia the origins of 
revolutionary sentiment would be removed. /1 

Ideas were what Vekhi told the Russian intelligent- 
Sia to create. Yet the ideas that Vekhi offered were neither 
new nor did they offer any goals that had not already been 
rejected. On one side was couched neo-sLavophilism: “the 
Simple life and peasant values, religion, "and the Christian 
mission of Russia. On the other side was bourgeois capi- 
talism. 

As well as a testament to Russia's Silver Age, Vekhi 
was a testament to an age-old problem in Russian life--the 
lack of a viable conservatism. Whereas Opposition to the 
government was always defined to some degree by revolution- 
ism, support. of the government was usually due to reaction 
to extremist tendencies of the revolutionaries rather than 


to overt support of the government's programs or policies. 





1 George Putnam, "P. B. Struve's Views of the Russian 
Revolue1onsye pe i47B% 
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This was the overriding tone of Vekhit's criticism--criticism 
of the revolutionary's extremism rather than support for the 
government. Only Struve and Kistiakovsky attempted to offer 
principles which could be truly conservative, that is main- 
tain a tradition which respected the rights of all the 
Citizens and offer. the possibilities of controlled reforms. 
These were their principles of state and law. However, to 
entertain any support for the Russian government was tanta- 
mount to open support for the Russian bureaucracy, or at 
least toscharges of doing so. |This had been the case swith 
Russian conservatives throughout the nineteenth century. 
Fear of violent revolution made them endeavour to discover 
a Means of social reformism and liberal monarchy. In this 
respect Vekht was not new. The economists and the Legal 
Marxists of .the.890's tried to find similar solutions. 
And among the Legal Marxists Struve, Bulgakov and Berdyaev 
were very prominent. 

This is not to say that any members of the Vekhi 
group believed in or supported the bureaucratic government 
of the Tsar. .Though this usually was the case with. the 
supporters the-government picked up from the rival camp. 
Conservatives of the sixties and seventies, men like Katkov, 
Ivan Aksakov and Samarin, spoke out for the Great Reforms, 
but pulled back sharply in the face of violence and increas- 
ing left-wing demands. After the assassination of Alex- 
ander II conservative types again became disillusioned with 


extremism or rejected it altogether. Tikhomirov was the 
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most prominent example of a revolutionary whose rejection of 
violence led him into support for the Tsar and eventually 
part of the bureaucracy himself. Miliukov was correct when 
he stated that Dostoevsky's The Devils was Vekhi's predeces- 
sor. /7 Dostoevsky was indeed a clairvoyant and seer for the 
Vekhists and for many intellectuals in religious and artistic 
erycles, (Or a COrltUupte monarch’ was’ judged better than a eee: 
Verkhovensky or Shigalev. 

The Vekhists, as conservatives, were of a far greater 
stamp intellectually than men like Katkov, Pobedonostsev or 
Tikhomirov. Certainly there was no comparison between them 
and the types of people who followed the League of the Rus- 
Sian People or wrote for the reactionary journals such as 
Novoe Vremya and Grazhdanitn. Nevertheless Vekht indulged in 
Piemcencnaralectvcal logic that characterized not only the 
conservative intelligentsia, but the liberal as well. For 
Se atheism was diametrically opposed to theism, pessimism 
COhOp isi lOgLess tO revolution, etc, This was the 
logic of Dostoevsky. 

The tragedy of the RusSian intelligentsia and its 
role in Russian society was its ethically-based world-view. 
On one side or the other, liberal or conservative, individu- 
als, society and political goals were judged ethically and 
dialectically. Vekht attempted to bring this to the atten- 
tion of the intelligentsia, but they were unaware that their 


own philosophies of religion and political passivity were 
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